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Abstract

This report presents the results of an extensive micromechanical modeling effort for

woven metal matrix composites. The model is employed to predict the mechanical response of

8-harness (8H) satin carbon/copper (C/Cu) composites. Experimental mechanical results for this

novel high thermal conductivity material were recently reported by Bednarcyk et al. (1997) along

with preliminary model results.

The micromechanics model developed herein is based on an embedded approach. A

micromechanics model for the local (micro-scale) behavior of the woven composite, the original

method of cells (Aboudi, 1987), is embedded in a global (macro-scale) micromechanics model

(the three-dimensional generalized method of cells (GMC-3D) (Aboudi, 1994)). This approach

allows representation of true repeating unit cells for woven metal matrix composites via GMC-

3D, and representation of local effects, such as matrix plasticity, yam porosity, and imperfect

fiber-matrix bonding. In addition, the equations of GMC-3D were reformulated to significantly

reduce the number of unknown quantities that characterize the deformation fields at the micro-

level in order to make possible the analysis of actual microstructures of woven composites. The

resulting micromechanical model (WCGMC) provides an intermediate level of geometric

representation, versatility, and computational efficiency with respect to previous analytical and

numerical models for woven composites, but surpasses all previous modeling work by allowing

the mechanical response of a woven metal matrix composite, with an elastoplastic matrix, to be

examined for the first time.

WCGMC is employed to examine the effects of composite microstructure, porosity,

residual stresses, and imperfect fiber-matrix bonding on the predicted mechanical response of 8H

satin C/Cu. The previously reported experimental results are summarized, and the model

predictions are compared to monotonic and cyclic tensile and shear test data. By considering

appropriate levels of porosity, residual stresses, and imperfect fiber-matrix debonding,

reasonably good qualitative and quantitative correlation is achieved between model and

experiment.
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I. Introduction

1.1 Woven Composites

Research on the manufacturing, testing, and modeling of woven and braided composites

has increased significantly in recent years. The reinforcement phase of these composites consists

of a woven or braided fabric formed by individual fibers, or by bundles of fibers, called yarns.

One or more layers of the woven or braided fabric are used to reinforce traditional matrix

materials. It is interesting to note that the concept of woven composites is not a new one.

Ancient Egyptians used cotton fabrics impregnated with resin to protect fragile mummies. The

effort to use woven composites for thermal and structural applications, though possibly less

captivating, is considerably more recent.

By incorporating a woven reinforcement phase into a composite, rather than utilizing

unidirectional fibers only, several benefits are realized. A single ply of a woven composite can

have equivalent thermomechanical properties in several directions. A single ply reinforced by a

biaxial weave is geometrically similar to a [0°/90 °] laminate, while a ply reinforced by a triaxial

weave can mimic a [0°/+60 °] laminate, as illustrated in Figure 1.1. In contrast, a unidirectional

ply often has poor thermomechanical properties transverse to the fiber direction due to the lack of

continuous reinforcement in this direction. The deficiency of a continuous ply in the transverse

direction is often exacerbated by a weak fiber/matrix interface.

__
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BIAXIALWEAVE TRIAXIALWEAVE

Figure 1.1. a) Biaxial weave pattern; b) Triaxial weave pattern (Chou, et al., 1986).
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Wovenandbraidedcompositesusuallyhavesuperiorout-of-planepropertieswith regard

to impact and crack resistance relative to composites laminated with unidirectional plies. In fact,

coated fabrics, which are in essence woven composites, are used to make bullet proof vests.

Movement of the reinforcement weave can distribute the energy of an impact throughout many

yams, and, if a crack does form, there are fibers oriented in at least two distinct directions to

inhibit crack growth. Since the reinforcement phase has a tendency to remain intact

independently from the matrix, woven composites are less prone to delamination and splitting

along the fibers. The work of Kaliakin et al. (1996) indicates that these properties give woven

composites the potential to serve a major role in concrete structure strengthening through the

application of woven composite plates or jackets directly to the concrete surface.

Finally, and perhaps most importantly, a woven or braided reinforcement phase offers

superior stability during composite manufacturing compared to unidirectional fibers. A weave of

fiber yarns is much simpler to handle than the thousands of individual fibers used in a graphite

fiber reinforced composite, for example. The benefits of the weave's dimensional stability go

further. Preforms with complex shapes can be woven or braided from the fiber yams. These

shapes can then be infiltrated with a metal or epoxy matrix to form a composite in the shape of

the preform. This procedure is not feasible if individual unidirectional fibers are used. In

addition, three-dimensional weaves and braids can be produced (see Figure 1.2). A third

dimension of reinforcement can improve the properties of the composite even further.

THREE-DIMENSIONAL CYLINDRICAL
CONSTRUCTION THREE-DIMENSIONAL BRAIDING

Figure 1.2. Examples of 3-D weave patterns, a) Cylindrical construction.

b) 3-D braiding (Chou, et al., 1986).



1.2 Modeling of Woven Composites

While woven composites offer advantages over unidirectional composites and laminates,

they are also more challenging to model. The woven reinforcement phase consists of yams that

undulate in and out of a plane. Thus the geometry of the composite is inherently three-

dimensional. In addition, there are many different ways in which the reinforcement fabric can be

woven (see Figure 1.3), and each of these weaves has a different repeating unit cell. These

factors combine to make modeling of woven composites challenging.

Plain Weave 2/1 Warp, Twill 3/1 Warp, Twill

2/2 Cord 5-Harness Satin 8-Harness Satin

Figure 1.3. Examples ofbiaxial weaves (Miller, 1968).

1.2.1 Finite-Element and Boundary-Element Models

The complex three-dimensional geometry of woven composites makes finite-element

modeling difficult. One can imagine constructing a three-dimensional mesh for finite-element

implementation for each type of weave. If the geometry is then slightly changed, for example if



adjacentyarnsareplacedclosertogether,anentirelynewmeshwould benecessary.Theeffort

requiredfor suchnumericalmodelingmay be prohibitive. However, this type of effort was

undertakenby DasguptaandBhandarkar(1994)andDasguptaet al. (1996) to model theelastic

behavior of a plain weave glass/epoxycomposite. In this investigation,reasonableelastic

constantswerepredictedfor a realisticgeometricrepresentationof thecomposite,but only with

greatcomputationaleffort.

Whitcombet al. (1992)proposedafinite-elementmodel for wovencompositesin which

spatial variations of material propertieswere accountedfor within a single element. This

approachcould potentially decreasethe numberof elementsrequiredto accuratelymodel the

geometry of a woven composite. However, a traditional three-dimensionalfinite-element

analysiswas used by Whitcomb and Srirengan(1996) to model progressivefailure in plain

weavegraphite/epoxycompositeswith varying degreesof fiber waviness. The finite-element

approachwasalso usedby Glaessgenet al. (1996) to examinethe internaldisplacementand

strain energy density fields in a plain weave

complexities inherent to woven reinforcements

accountedfor, but ata highcomputationalcost.

glass/epoxycomposite. Here, geometric

(which greatly affect internal fields) are

Marrey and Sankar(1997)performedelastic finite element analyses of plain weave and

5-harness satin composite plates through the use of homogenized brick elements. Effective

properties of the brick elements, which represent the composite repeating unit cell, were first

determined via finite element analysis. Then these homogenized elements were assembled,

under appropriate boundary conditions to form a plate. It should be noted that the above finite-

element analyses considered only woven composites with elastic phases. Due to the complex

geometry of woven composites (and thus the large number of degrees of freedom), inclusion of

matrix inelasticity in finite element models for these materials would require immense execution

times. Analysis of a simple woven metal matrix composite (with an elastoplastic matrix) via

finite elements may be possible through the use of supercomputers, but to date, such an analysis

has not been reported.

A boundary-element model developed by Goldberg and Hopkins (1995) that has been

used to examine the elastic response of woven composites deserves reference. The boundary-

element method requires less computational and mesh generating effort than the finite-element



method,yet it canoffer similar geometricalaccuracyfor woven composites. A version of this

modelwith matrix inelasticity is underdevelopmentandmay havepotentialfor modelingwoven

metalmatrix composites(Goldberg,1996).

1.2.2 ApproximateAnalytical Models

Another route to modelingwoven compositeswastakenby Chou and Ishikawa(1989).

Theseauthorshave developeda well-known seriesof models basedon classical lamination

theory for predicting the thermoelasticresponseof certain types of woven composites. The

mosaic model treats the weave as an assemblage of cross-ply laminates; however, only a two-

dimensional portion of the actual repeating unit cell of the composite is considered (see Figure

1.4). As indicated, the cross-ply sections are assembled under an iso-stress or iso-train condition.

Similarly, the crimp model considers only a two-dimensional portion of the actual repeating unit

cell, but adds crossover of the fiber yarns in the loading direction (see Figure 1.5). The bridging

model combines the mosaic and crimp models (see Figure 1.6) by taking weighted averages of

effective stiffness terms in an attempt to account for the three-dimensionality of the actual

repeating unit cell. This model still represents a highly idealized geometric representation of a

woven composite, but, like the mosaic and crimp models, it offers the ability to model

composites reinforced with some more complex weaves beyond the plain weave pattern.

Naik and co-workers have developed several models for plain weave composites based

on the approach of Kabelka (1980, 1984). Kabelka's approach (which was also originally applied

Figure 1.4. Mosaic model geometry.

(Chou and Ishikawa, 1989)
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Figure 1.5. Crimp model geometry.

(Chou and Ishikawa, 1989)
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Figure 1.6. Bridging model geometry (Chou and Ishikawa, 1989).

to a plain weave composite) considers a repeating element from a single cross-section of the

composite in each of the yarn directions. The geometry is shown in Figure 1.7, where warp and

weft refer to the two fiber directions in the biaxial plain weave reinforcement pattern (weft is

commonly referred to as fill). Expressions were developed for local dimensions and fiber angles

in these cross-sections. The 'effective properties of the cross-sections were then taken as the

mean integral values of the local effective properties determined via classical lamination theory.

This method is unrealistic in that it models the behavior of the entire woven composite as the

behavior of one cross-section or "slice" of the geometry in each direction, while in reality the

cross-sectional geometry is changing throughout the composite. Naik and Ganesh (1992)

remedied this limitation by performing a Kabelka-type analysis on a number of"slices" from the

actual three-dimensional plain weave composite unit cell, and assembling these slices under an

iso-strain condition. The authors refer to this model as the Slice Array Model (SAM) (see Figure

1.8). The Element Array Model (EAM) considers slices taken in both in-plane directions such

that discrete elements, rather than slices, are formed (see Figure 1.9). Each element is modeled

WARP

Figure 1.7. Cross-section geometry modeled by Kabelka (1984)
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SAM model geometry (Naik and Ganesh, 1992).
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Figure 1.9. EAM model geometry (Naik and Ganesh, 1992).



with classicallaminationtheory, andthe elementsare assembledin one in-planedirectionto

form slices,andthen in the transverse in-plane direction to form the actual repeating unit cell of

the plain weave composite. The elements are assembled under the iso-stress condition along the

loading direction and under the iso-strain condition transverse to the loading direction. The order

in which these two assembly processes proceed distinguishes two distinct models whose

predictions can vary significantly. Comparison with experimental in-plane elastic modulus data

for plain weave graphite/epoxy shows that one or both models are reasonably accurate for the

various composite properties. A similar iso°strain approach was employed by Naik (1995) to

develop a general code for elastic analysis of woven and braided composites called TEX-CAD.

This analytical model allows analysis of a wide range of geometries and includes damage

accumulation, composite failure, and yarn bending.

Another analytical model, developed by Karayaka and Kurath (1994), uses a

homogenization technique in conjunction with classical lamination theory. Effective

(homogeneous) properties of a single ply of a woven composite representative volume element

are determined via a unit cell analysis in which all in-plane strain components and out-of-plane

stress components are assumed to be constant throughout the composite. The effective properties

of the woven composite plies are then used in classical lamination theory to model a nine-ply 5-

harness satin weave graphite/epoxy laminate.

Thus, it is clear that a considerable amount of effort has been expended in an attempt to

model woven composites analytically. Most models have been shown to be reasonably

successful at predicting the effective elastic properties of woven polymer matrix composites.

However, like numerical models, all analytical models for woven composites reported to date

lack the ability to simulate the inelastic constitutive behavior of metal matrix composites.

1.3 Objectives of Present Investigation

The primary objective of this investigation was to develop an analytical model for woven

metal matrix composites which is both realistic and practical. Previous models for woven

composites do not incorporate inelastic behavior of the matrix and thus are insufficient for woven

metal matrix composites. The present model is based on an embedded approach in which a local

model is embedded in a global model. The global model is an extension of Aboudi's (1994)
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three-dimensionalgeneralizedmethodof cells (GMC-3D). This model simulatesthe overall

behaviorof thewovencompositethroughanalysisof the actualthree-dimensionalrepeatingunit

cell. Thelocal model is anextensionof Aboudi's (1987)original methodof cells. This model

simulatesthemicroscopicbehaviorof the wovencomposite,on the level of the individual fibers

andmatrixwhich constitutethe infiltratedfiber yamsin thewovencomposite.

Theextensionsof bothmodelsmentionedabovearenecessitatedby thetwo requirements

placedon the analyticalmodel,namelythat it be realisticaswell aspractical. From a realistic

stand-point,a finite element model for 8H satin C/Cu would probably be most desirable.

However, the large numberof three-dimensionalelementsthat this approachwould require,

coupledwith cyclic loading,temperaturedependence,andmatrix inelasticitymakefinite element

analysisquite impractical. Conversely,approximateanalyticalmodelspreviouslydevelopedfor

wovencompositesarequitepractical,yet they leavemuchto bedesiredfrom the stand-pointof

realism. Theanalyticalmodeldevelopedhereinsplitsthe differencebetweentheseapproaches.

It is considerablymore practical than finite elementmodels(yet somewhatless realistic)and

considerablymorerealisticthanpreviousanalyticalmodels(yet somewhatlesspractical).

To achievetheaboveclaimsof bothpracticalityandrealism,it wasnecessaryto modify

andextendbothGMC-3D andtheoriginalmethodof cells. In its original form, GMC-3D is not

computationallyefficient. Preliminarymodelingwork for wovencomposites(Bednarcyket al.,

1997)indicatedthat this issuebecomesproblematicasthe numberof subcellsanalyzedby the

modelbecomeslarge(asit doesin thecaseof wovencomposites).To remedythis,theequations

of GMC-3D were completelyreformulated,taking advantageof the constancyof certainstress

componentsin certain subcells. This reformulation follows that performed for the two-

dimensionalversionof the generalizedmethodof cells (Pinderaand Bednarcyk,1997),and it

improvesthe computationalefficiency of the model dramatically. In addition, in order to

accommodatethe incorporationof the local model, GMC-3D was extendedto include fully

anisotropicelastoplasticconstituentswhich result from rotating local quantitiesto the global

coordinates.

Theoriginal methodof cells is embeddedwithin GMC-3Dto modelthe localbehaviorof

eachthree-dimensionalsubcell. In orderto maketheanalyticalmodelasrealisticaspossible,the

original method of cells was extendedto include matrix plasticity, imperfect fiber-matrix
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bonding,and consistent(Brayshaw)averagingto allow the model to simulatethe transversely

isotropicbehaviorof a unidirectionalcomposite(Brayshaw,1994). While eachof thesefeatures

had beenpreviously incorporatedin the original methodof cells independently,they had not

previouslybeencombined.

Thus,ananalyticalmodel for wovenmetalmatrix compositesis developedwhich is both

realistic and practical. This model is calledWovenCompositesGeneralizedMethod of Cells

(WCGMC). The model is versatileandcansimulatea wide rangeof thermomechanicalloading

conditionsfor woven and braidedcomposites. Herein,WCGMC is employedto simulatethe

mechanicalbehavior of 8-harness(SH) satincarbon/copper(C/Cu). This wovenmetal matrix

compositeis a candidatefor highheatflux applications.An extensiveexperimentalinvestigation

into the mechanicalbehaviorof 8H satinC/Cuwasperformedby Bednarcyket al. (1997),the

resultsof which are summarizedin Chapter4 of this report. A parametricstudy is performed

with the modelto highlight the effectsof geometricunit cell refinement,fiber volumefraction,

porosity,residualstresses,andimperfectfiber-matrixbondingon themechanicalresponseof 8H

satinC/Cu. Model predictionsare thencomparedwith the experimentaldatafor the composite

to evaluatetheaccuracyof themodelandidentify areasfor improvement.
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2. Analytical Model - WCGMC

The analytical micromechanics model developed in this investigation is called woven

composites generalized method of cells (WCGMC). It is based on an embedded approach in

which a local micromechanics model, the original method of cells, is embedded in a global

micromechanics model, the three-dimensional generalized method of cells (GMC-3D). This is

shown schematically in Figure 2.1. GMC-3D uses an arbitrary number of homogeneous three-

dimensional subcells to represent the three-dimensional repeating unit cell of a material. In

WCGMC, the equations of GMC-3D are used, but the three-dimensional subcells are permitted

to be heterogeneous and thus able to represent a portion of an infiltrated fiber yam. This subcell

heterogeneity is accomplished by using the original method of cells to model the local behavior

of the three-dimensional subcells. In addition, matrix plasticity, Brayshaw averaging (to allow

the infiltrated yam subcells to exhibit transversely is•tropic behavior) (Brayshaw, 1994), and

imperfect fiber-matrix bonding are incorporated in WCGMC on the local level in the embedded

original method of cells. In order to provide WCGMC with the level of computational efficiency

Xl

/.

ii

* 4

Xj

,4'

./-." ./_/•.
•.'.,>"///'< : ""_:: I GlobalModel

• "' " ",,icii"X m;? "atr'x
RepealingUnitCell_• i' l

_L__X' 3

Figure 2.1. Schematic representation of the incorporation of composite subcells into GMC-3D

via the original method of cells.
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necessary to simulate the thermo-inelastic behavior of a sufficiently refined woven composite

unit cell geometry, it was necessary to reformulate the basic equations of GMC-3D. The

resulting global equations used in WCGMC represent a reduction of nearly sixteen times in the

number of unknown global quantities that must be determined in the model. The original

formulation of the GMC-3D equations will be presented first, followed by the reformulation, and

finally by the local equations for the subcell behavior.

2.1 GMC-3D - Original Formulation

For a complete derivation of the equations for GMC-3D, see Aboudi (1994). The

geometry considered by the model is shown in Figure 2.2. A multi-phase material is represented

by a parallelepiped unit cell which repeats infinitely in the three mutually orthogonal directions.

The cell is divided into an arbitrary number of parallelepiped subcells, each denoted by the three

indices (aPt). The total number of subcells in each direction is denoted by N,_, N#, and N r .

X1

\

=3 ds

:2 de

Figure 2.2. GMC-3D geometry.
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The displacementfield in each subcell is assumedto be linear in the local subcell

coordinates,(_), _), _r)), centeredin themiddleof eachsubcell,

ul_'l = w(_p') + _'_)_I '¢'1 + _)Zl _e't + _r)_l_') , (2.1)

where the subcell microvariables, _I _#r), ,zl _#r), _'I =#r), determine the displacement field

dependence on each subcell coordinate. The subcell strain components are given by the usual

kinematic relations,

g_aPr) = l(u(aPe)+u_,aj_r) ) i,j= 1,2,3 (2.2)2\ j'_

Because the displacement field is assumed to be linear, equation (2.1), the strain components

within each subcell are constant, and the average strain components for the unit cell are given by

the volume average of the strain components in the subcells,

Note that in order to simplify notation, summations over the indices (ap_') will be expressed as

in equation (2.3) above. That is,

Na N# N r

a 6=1 p fill 1 r =1

Since the subcell strain components are constant within each subcell, the stress

components in each subcell are constant as well. The subcell stress components are related to the

subcell strain components by the subcell constitutive equations,

o-(_P,) r,(_Pr)/',.(_Prl_ 6_dI_or)_a(_°r)AT), (2.5)/j = "-'0kl _"kt

where _,,(_Pr)ok_ are the subcell plastic strain components, a (_er) are the subcell coefficients of

thermal expansion (CTEs), and AT is the temperature change from a reference temperature. The

average stress components in the unit cell are given by the volume average of the subcell stress

components,

a0 = _1 Z _-_ Zd=hp/r tr_'or). (2.6)
dhl a B r
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Continuity of displacements and tractions is required between subcells within the unit

cell, and between the unit cell and adjacent unit cells. These continuity requirements are

imposed in an average sense, that is the integrals of the appropriate displacement and traction

components along the appropriate boundaries are required to be continuous. Imposing the

displacement continuity conditions (see Aboudi (1994) for details) gives rise to six continuum

equations of the form,

ZdaEl_ pr) :dEll, /_= 1,...,N a, y= 1,...,N r , (2.7)
a

__ha¢_ pr) = h_2 , a=l,...,N_, y=I,...,N r, (2.8)

These continuum equations form a system of equations which can be expressed as,

where, _= {_11 _22 _33 2_23

vector given by es = { Ig(lll) ---

strain components, ac contains cell geometric dimensions only, and it is an

[Na(N_+N r +I)+Np(N r +l)+Nr] x 6NaNpN r matrix. J contains cell dimensions, and it is an

[Na(N_+ N r + I)+ N3(N r +l)+Nr] x 6 matrix.

Imposing the traction continuity and using (2.5) gives rise to the system of equations,

Au(e s -e_ -croAT) =0, (2.14)

T

where _ and a s axe 6 N_ N# N r - order subcell plastic strain and subeell CTE vectors, similar

in composition to %. The matrix A M is 6N_NBN r -(N.Np + N_N r + N_N r)-

AG _s = J_, (2.13)

2el3 2_12 } , and es is the 6N a NI_ N r - order subcell strain

e(t¢_ rca_¢r)}, where each vector e (_'pr) consists of the six subcell

P

_lr_'_'_Pr)=l'g33, a=l,...,N,,, fl=l .... ,Nz, (2.9)
7"

Z Z hplre_3Pr) = hl-g23, ct= l,...,N_,, (2.10)
P r

= p= 1,...,Np, (2.11)
a y

_.,_-_d_hael_r)=dh-gn, y = 1,...,N r . (2.12)
a p
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N_ + Np + Nr) x 6N,_NzN r

and (2.13) yields,

where, ._= Az

and contains the subcell stiffness components. Combining (2.14)

lad

_ =A_+D(e p +otsAT ) ,

where, A = ._-l K and D = ._-i D.

A(lli)
order square submatrices such that A--

[A(Na Ne Nr)

implies that,

e (_pv) = A("Pv) _ + V (_y) (el +o_ AT) .

(2.15)

(2.16)

If the matrices A and D are partitioned into N a N_ N v sixth-

I D ('11) ]and V = " , then equation (2.16)

(2.17)

This equation gives the strain components in each subcell in terms of the applied cell strains, the

subcell plastic and thermal strains, and two concentration matrices, A(_pr) and D ('pr) .

Substituting (2.17) into (2.5)yields,

and using the average stress equations (2.6), the elements of the effective elastoplastic thermo-

mechanical constitutive equation,

N= C'(_-g'-or" AT) , (2.19)

can be found. The effective elastic stiffness matrix is,

the cell plastic strain vector is,

1

C" = -_iZZZd,,h_l v C (_r) A (apt) ,
a p r

(2.20)

the average CTE vector is,

-_P- -(C')-' __,ZZd,,halv c(_r) (D(,,pr)ep _ ep(=Br)) ' (2.21)
dhl ,_ a y
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._ -(¢')'
dhl _"_"_-'d'_hflr C(¢_r)(D(_ar)°t'-ot(¢Pr))' (2.22)

a ,0 r

is the average stress vector, and g is the imposed average strain vector.

In this formulation of GMC-3D, the subcell strain components, given by equation (2.17),

serve as the basic unknown quantities. Since there are six unknownstrain components per

subcell, the total number of unknown quantities which must be determined is 6N a N;_N r .

Determining these quantifies (i.e., employing equation (2.17)) involves inverting the

6N, Np N r x 6N,_ Np N r A matrix. In the presence of plasticity, the thermomechanical

loading must be applied incrementally, and an iterative solution procedure must be employed at

each load level (see Section 2.6). Thus, for a given thermomechanical loading simulation, the

unknown subcell strain components must be determined, and the A. matrix must be inverted,

hundreds or thousands of times. As the number of subcells in the repeating unit cell becomes

large, the original formulation of GMC-3D becomes increasingly computationally inefficient.

For this reason, the GMC-3D equations have been reformulated so that sufficiently refined

woven composite unit ceils can be modeled.

2.2 GMC-3D - Reformulation

Since the individual subcells in WCGMC are heterogeneous, the subcells in GMC-3D

must be anisotropic. The subeell anisotropic constitutive equations can be expressed as,

811 -allAT- 6_l

0_22 - a22AT- G_'2

e33 -- Ot33AT- 8_3

2(e=3- a=3AT- _3'

2(8t3 - aI3AT- _IP3 '

2(_,2 - a12AT- e_2

-Sn

Sl2

$13

$14

$15

$16

812 S13 814 815 816

822 823 82, 82, 826

823 833 83, 83, 830

824 834 844 $45 $46

825 835 845 855 $56

826 $36 &6 856 $66

{_#r) -0.11 ](_r)

0"22 /

0"33 [

0"23 [

0"13 [

_O'12 J

(2.23)

The subeell traction continuity conditions require that, at subcell and unit cell interfaces, the

tractions be continuous. Since the unit cell and the subcells are parallelepipeds, each interface is

normal to one coordinate axis. Thus, each unit normal vector for each interface is parallel to one
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coordinateaxis, and particular subcell stresscomponents(all of which are constantwithin a

subcell) are equal to the traction components at the interfaces. That is,

(_j nj = 1t_") = o-on; = . (2.24)
nj =0

This allows each traction continuity condition to be expressed in terms of one subcell stress

component. In fact, the traction continuity conditions which are applicable to the normal subcell

stress components require that each normal stress component be constant through all subcells

which are adjacent in the coordinate direction of that subcell stress component. That is, for

example, 0-I_pr) is constant when following a row of subcells through the unit cell shown in

Figure 2.2 in the x 1-direction. This condition can be expressed as,

o-Ill fly) = O-_] 'By) = ... = O-ll(NaflY)= TI((r) , (2.25)

where T_pr) has been introduced to denote the 11 stress component in each row of subcells

which are adjacent in the xl-direction. Similarly, for the remaining normal subcell stress

components,

(2.26)

(2.27)

: ,,j
(2.28)

where _) has been introduced to denote the 23 stress component in each layer of subcells

each layer of subcells with a constant value of a. This condition can be expressed as,

The traction continuity conditions which affect the shear stress components can similarly

be applied. One difference is that, by nature of the symmetry of the stress tensor (i.e. 0-0 = 0-J_)'

two traction continuity conditions affect each subcell shear stress component. For example,

0-_r) is constant when following a row of subcells which are adjacent in the x 2 -direction, while

(o_r) is constant when following a row of subcells which are adjacent in the x 3-directions (see
0"32

Figure 2.2). However, since 0"_ar) = 0"_ar), the 23 subcell stress component must be constant in
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which are adjacent in the x 2 -direction or the x 3-direction. Similarly, for the remaining subcell

shear stress components,

°7,) =o12:.=...--oI o")t O-13Pr) = O-_Pz) = Zl_p) , (2.29)
J

= ---.-'-'12 tcr ('_') = o'_TPr) = T1_r) (2.30)
=47,,tf

The utility of accounting for traction continuity in this explicit manner is clear. There are

only N_N r + N,,N r + N,_N a + N,, + N a + N r unique subcell stress components, which have

been denoted _'). Thus, if these subcell stress components, rather than the 6N,,NaN r subcell

strain components, are employed as the basic unknowns, the number of unknown quantities is

reduced substantially. This reduction in unknowns results in greater computational efficiency for

the model.

Substituting for the subcell stress components in the subcell constitutive equations (2.23)

using equations (2.25) - (2.30), solving for the subcell total strains, and substituting into the

continuum equations (2.7) - (2.12) yields,

Ua°ll I1 "r/,_a'°12 22 +_._ a 14 23

t2" a" tl' _ t;t

"-'- _(_'_)r (r) d__ft("`or)+,_ aa316 12 =e_,,-Zec_alT_')AT-E ,8=1 ..... N o, r=l ..... N r
Ct O_ ¢t

, (2.31)

_ °(a_')T'(_')' /__, `O 24 23 "`o°25 _3"#`O°12 II "t"_t.Z_,n`o°2.2 "22 + _ h`OS_/)T(3_ `o) + _'_ h S(°'`Or) T ,(ae)-4-Z t- °(t_flT) T_(`O)
O (O-_) ,'/_(_0' )

`O `O `O `O `O

+_" '-°(aDr)T,(r)= h-t:22- Z h`oa_a2Dr)AT- E h`ogP2(a`or) a=l ..... Na, Y 1..... N rLn`o°26 12 =
`O `O `O

, (2.32)

_, ¢(,,`or)_.(`or)x-', _(_`or)r(_r)+ x" t s (_r)r (_:) +x" t _(_`or)r(_). x-', o(,,ar)r(`o)
"y'13 "11 +z_'r'-'23 '22 Z_ y 33 33 /, 7°34 23 "r/_ty°35 13

Y Y 7 7 7

w', ,.(_,ar)r(r) X" .(,.,or),,. X", .p (,_`o-r)
/_'y°36 12 = d_33 - d.aly'33 _'- Z_'r*33 _z = 1..... Na, fl= 1..... N`O

r Y Y

(2.33)



19

/.rtfl_y°14 _11 "r /_ /_.._rtfl_y°24 _22 + Z Z hflly 034 "33 + Z Z hfllyS_flY)T(2_)

Pr _r Pr Pr

+x-"x-, ,. , ,,(,_r)T(P) _ , ,.(_ar)_.(r) (_#r) p (_#r)_'.,n#'r°45 13 +ZZ"fl'r°46 q2 =2hl-_23-ZZZh#lra23 AT-2ZZh_lrg23
# r _ r # r _ r

ct = 1..... Na, (2.34)

'_d 1 S(_r)Z (pr) _"_-'_t I c(aPr)7"(at) _'_",_ I c(aar)T(aB) _"_"_ I c(aPr)T(a)
/'. a r 15 I1 +/,/."a'r"25 "22 +/./_"a'r'-'35 "33 +/./."a'r_'45 "23

a y a y a y a y

+_7_._aatr°55_'_-_'" _(aPr) 7"(B)+'13 Z_Z_"__'_ d a l y S (aiBY) T_(Y)56 ,2 = 2d/_13 -2ZEdalyctl3flY)AZ-2EEdaly_P3(a_Y)____

a y a y a y a y

fl = 1,...,N#, (2.35)

_-"_-"., _ ¢(_ar)T(_r)+_-_ _ _ e(,,Br)_.(,_B) X-'X-_._ I. e("ar)T('_)
"a "_'° 36 "33 /'' _.a t_a''ff°46 "23

a p a p a fl a p

+_l_,_..aaanB'-_56%-'-__"_ " _ e(aBY)T(B)'13 +/-_a_-'__--_ dahBS(_Y)T,(Y)66 12 =2dh_t2 -2ZZdahB_tI_)AT-2ZZdahB¢IP2 (_6r)

a _ a _ a # a #

r = 1..... Nr . (2.36)

These equations can be assembled into a global equation in matrix form and written,

C,T = fm _ ftAT _ fp, (2.37)

where _, is an N_N r + NaN r + NaN # + N a + N_ + Nr -order square matrix containing subcell

dimensions and subcell compliance components, T is an NpN r + NaN r + NaN # + N a + N_ + N r -

order vector containing the unknown subcell stresses, f ® is an

N_Nr + N,_Nr + NaN _ + Na + N_ + Nr -order vector containing cell dimensions and global (cell)

strains, ft is an NpN r + NaN r + NaN _ + N a + N# + Nr - order vector containing subcell dimensions

and subcell coefficients of thermal expansion, and fP is an N#N r + Nc, Nr + NaN_ + No, + N# + Nr -

order vector containing subcell dimensions and subcell plastic strain components. The structure

of the _, matrix is shown in Figure 2.3. It consists of 36 submatrices, only 12 of which are fully

populated. The components of _,, T, f m , ft, and fP are given in the appendix.
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Figure 2.3. Structure of the global matrix __,. The case shown is for N_ = 4, Np = 2, N r = 3.
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To obtain explicit expressions for the subcell stress components, the global equation

(2.37) is inverted to obtain the subcell mixed concentration equation,

C

rl_ )

"a(_r)
"-_11

A_71

A_ )

A(P)
13

o(_') x(P'> A__) _<_')%B,)--1-'11 11 _'all £11

Bi; _) X_3_) A<3:) f'21;p) T_; p) _33

B(e) x(_) A_) _(P) w_() _,,
13 13 13

BI_) xl;l A%I .I_1 V}:/ ?,2

r_7 )

F:
+ r_)_r+

(p(pr)
II

a,_g)
,_(_)

13

*i;) '

, (2.38)

where the A_ ") , B_"), X_") , A(_) , f2_") , T_ "), F_ *) , and (:I)_") terms are given in the appendix.

This equation is referred to as a mixed concentration equation because the local or subcell

stresses are related to the global or cell strains. The average stress equation (2.6), can now be

applied to the subcell stresses in equation (2.38), yielding,

0-23 ---- )

all a r

- _1__ h T(el
0-_3- h _/ _ _ '

_ 1 N--'N--'d h T ('_)
0"33 ---- "_,,a_,,a a fl 33 ,

_ 1 iT(2r )
0-,2 = 7_ r . (2.39)

The expressions for T_(') from equation (2.38) are substituted into equations (2.39), and the

results compared with the global (cell) constitutive equation,

_11

0"33

I --

I 0"23

10-_3
i --

[.0-12

-c?,
c;,
c;l
<l

c?_ c?, c?, c?, c?,
c;, <, c;, c;, cl,
c;_ c;, c;, c;, c;_
<= <, <, <, c;_
cg= cg, cg, cg, cg_
ci_ ci, cg, <, cg_

" _ll_ a[IAT__[ 1

gn - _n AT- 8n

e_3- a;3AT- af3
_ ,, --p

2(_,x- a;3Ar-_'3)

(2.40)
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to yield closed-form expressions for the cell effective stiffness components, C_, the cell effective

coefficients of thermal expansion, a_, and the cell effective plastic strain components, -Ps0 .

These expressions are,

C_n = 1 _"_, z A(Pr)
_ Z _.a"fl'¥ z Xll ,

hlp r

1

C_, = -_ _ Z hplvA(_v) 'r

d[ a y

C;, = l--_XXd,_ZvA(7)
2dl ,_ v

c;, Zdoh,<_l
#

1

P

c_, l_h AIPl
=hZT, p Is ,

1 _p h aA_P3)c;4:-_

c_,-!wl g_'_
-lZ._r u ,

Y

c;,-Lwz A_
- 2l _ y u ,

Y

hlp r

C_s _ 1 X-,X--, h l _(pr)---/,X..a _ar I1 ,
2hl p r

C;2 = 1ZZd,,lrB_7)
dl a r

C25 = ---!-1_-_ _-_ d,,lr _ )
2dl ,, r

-lxpXPd h B (_)
C;2 - 4/. / _, d a fl 33 '

1.4t6 G

c;_- 1Z Z doh_._")
2dha p

2d ,,

C_2 1 XT'_, n(, o)

c_, - ix-, h _(_)
-2h'_' p 13 ,

C_ I--X-'l B(_)
=l_rr 12 )

c_,- I x' t fk)
-21 rZT,r 12,

C_s-lVVh l X (pv)
-- /,IX..aX.._ P r 1_ ,

c;_=1Zyh;,V_')
2hl _ r

dl a y

2dl ,_ r

dh,_

c;_ _--_-X" X_d h _t_e)
= ,_,,,_,/_ a /_' 33 '

2dh ,_

C:3 -._ I a'_ d_ X(23) ,

C_s 1 N-_h X(a)
=_,_/ p ,s,

1 l ,
c_=7_Z ,xl_)

c_-Lvl v(')
-21/..,r u ,

¥

(2.41)
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' c_
0/22 C;i

I=-2a;3 C;,

2a_3J G,_2a12 G,

G c,', G G G
G GG G G
_ _ G G G
_ <,G G G
G_G cg, G
GGG cg_G

Y

i X"h r{e)
h_ p 13

1_--' l F(r)
l z.., r 12

Y

(2.42)

2_3

2F(3

2_2

c_,
c;,
c;,
<,
G
c:,

G G G G G
G GG G G
G c;, G c:, G
c;= c;, G c;, c;o
c_, cg, G cj, ca

1 _ _ . _(Pr)_7_-ZhPl' "
Y

kEz<l,®g)
dl a r

1----EZd_,h,*_f)
dh_,_

1 _d, h _(p)"£ ,o 13

!Vt _(,)
l _.., _ 12

2,

(2.43)

Thus, as was the case in equations (2.20) - (2.22) in the original formulation of GMC-3D,

equations (2.41) (2.43) provide closed-form expressions for the effective thermoelastic

constants and effective plastic strain components for the three-dimensional unit cell. However,

comparing equations (2.17) and (2.38) shows that, for applied thermomechanical loading, there

are far fewer unknown variables to be determined using the reformulated version of the GMC-3D

equations. This is clearly illustrated in Figure 2.4. The number of unknown variables is plotted

versus the number of subcells in the repeating unit cell to be analyzed for the case in which the
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Figure 2.4. Number of subcells vs. number of unknown variables for the original and

reformulated versions of GMC-3D for N_ = Np = Ny.

number of subcclls is identical in each direction. For 1,000,000 subcells, there are nearly 200

times fewer unknowns in the reformulated version compared to the original version.

2.3 Heterogeneous Subcells via the Reformulated Original Method of Cells with

Imperfect Fiber-Matrix Bonding

In order to model a woven composite with GMC-3D, it is necessary for the three-

dimensional subcells to represent the infiltrated fiber yams. This is achieved by allowing the

three-dimensional subcells to be heterogeneous, with unidirectional fibers. In WCGMC, the

fiber direction of the unidirectional composite comprising each three-dimensional subcell is

arbitrary, as are the fiber material, matrix material, fiber-matrix debonding parameters, and fiber

volume fraction. The unidirectional composite in each subcell is modeled in its principal
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material coordinatesby the original method of cells, also developed by Aboudi (1987) (see

Figure 2.1).

One feature of the original method of cells is that it simulates a unidirectional composite

consisting of an isotropic matrix and a transversely isotropic fiber as cubic rather than

transversely isotropic. That is, the effective stiffness matrix of such a composite as determined

by the original method of cells has six independent components when it should have five. In

order to model the unidirectional composite as transversely isotropic, Aboudi (1987) suggested

averaging the effective stiffness components in the transverse plane of symmetry. This

procedure indeed provides transversely isotropic elastic behavior, but Brayshaw (1994) showed

that it leads to an inconsistency in the unit cell stress components. That is, the weighted sum of

the subcell stress components is not equal to the average stress components in the unit cell. The

correction of this inconsistency is imperative when the original method of cells is embedded in a

global micromechanics model because the average stress components for the original method of

cells unit cell are continuously exchanged between the two models. Hence, Brayshaw's

averaging procedure, which eliminates the inconsistency was employed in WCGMC and will be

described in Section 2.4.

Since C/Cu composites are known to exhibit imperfect fiber-matrix bonding, this feature

was included in WCGMC on the local level in the original method of cells. The original method

of cells equations for composites with imperfect bonding were provided by Aboudi (1988), and

the consistent formulation for the original method of cells equations with perfect bonding was

provided by Brayshaw (1994). However, the combination of imperfect bonding and the

consistent formulation using the equations provided by the aforementioned authors proved

unmanageable. Thus, a different approach was taken. The equations of the original method of

cells were reformulated along the lines of the GMC-3D reformulation. This original method of

cells reformulation amounts to a specialization of the reformulation of GMC-2D presented by

Pindera and Bednarcyk (1997), with the additional features of imperfect bonding and Brayshaw

averaging. As will be shown, the reformulated equations of the original method of cells lend

themselves to the inclusion of imperfect bonding and consistent averaging.

The original method of cells provides effective constitutive equations for the two-

dimensional rectangular unit cell shown in Figure 2.5 consisting of three rectangular matrix
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Figure 2.5. Original method of cells geometry.

subcells and one rectangular fiber subcell. Each subcell in the original method of cells is denoted

by the two indices (pr). These constitutive equations, in turn, describe the average response of

the subcells in GMC-3D. It is important to distinguish between the subcell indicial notation used

in the original method of cells (/_r) and that used in GMC-3D (a;ar). Though the notation is

similar, the indices refer to the subcell quantities in two distinct models. The procedure for

developing the effective constitutive relations in the original method of cells is similar to the

procedure used in GMC-3D: a first order displacement field is assumed for the subcells and

continuity of displacements and tractions between subcells and between cells is imposed in an

average sense.

Imperfect fiber-matrix bonding in the original method of cells is modeled by introducing

a discontinuity in the displacement components at the fiber-matrix interface. This displacement

discontinuity allows slippage or separation at the interface, and it can be characterized by a linear

relationship with the traction components at the interface (Aboudi, 1988). The discontinuity in

the displacement component normal to a given interface is related to the normal traction

component at the interface, while the tangential displacement discontinuity is related to the
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tangentialtractioncomponentatthe interface.Thesetwo relationscanbewritten,

[u, ]1= R,o', 1' (2.44)

[u,], = R, cr, I, , (2.45)

where [u,], and [u,] 1 are the discontinuities, or "jumps" in the normal and tangential

displacements at the interface /, and R, and R, are the normal and tangential debonding

parameters. These parameters are, in effect, compliances of a flexible fiber-matrix interface, and

R,-_ 0, R,-_ 0 corresponds to a perfectly bonded interface, while R,-_ oo, R,-_

corresponds to a completely debonded interface.

In the original method of cells, only subcell interfaces between the fiber and matrix are

permitted to have imperfect bonding. The debonding parameter notation which will be used is:

• R (,or)2j = applies to interface between subcell (fl,7') and subcell (fl+ 1,y),

. D(Pr) ,3j = appliestointerfacebetweensubcen(P,r) andsubcell +I).

In R_py) , i andj determine which debonding parameter is referred to, thus,

R_Br ) = {R,R, or°r00 forf°r ii_=JJ i,j _: 1, 1 . (2.46)

Note that an R(_r) debonding parameter is disallowed since the displacement in the x l-direction

is required to be uniform throughout the unit cell.

In this section, for notational simplicity, summation over the indices fl and 7" will imply

a range of 1 to 2, since the repeating unit cell consists of two subcells in each direction (see

Figure 2.5). That is,

2 2

E" = Z" Z q'= Z'" (2.47)
# p=l r r =1

As was the case for the GMC-3D equations, application of displacement continuity

results in a set of continuum relations (see Aboudi (1988) and Sankurathri et al. (1996) for

details). These continuum relations now contain the debonding parameters and can be written,

_- ,.(sy) l _,(_y),,.(pr)_ _ (2.48)
[P/B _22 hE22 = 1,2,-i- "22 "22 ]- , Y

¢
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_/l e (py) _-_>(PY),,-(PY)_-
t y 33 T*'33 v33 ]--_33' fl =1_"

Y

(2.49)

The normal constitutive equations for the homogenous subcells are,

[_ a (at) AT -P(&)-I Is_) dPr) o(Pr)T_(PY)]

11 - !1 --611 _12 °13 [[_'11 [

(pr) _(Pr)AT zp(Pr) /o(Pr) o(Pr) S(Pr)Hcr(Pr)/
C22 - °_22 - 22 =/°12 °22 23 ]l 22 [ '

33 3333(Br)-a(Br)AT-_'n(flY) /<,(S_r) o(Pr) _(Pr) ll_(Pr)/
°13 023

(2.50)

where, el_ is the uniform axial strain for all subcells, ¢_22"(flY)and e_3_r) are the remaining normal

subcell strain components, _(pr) are the subcell CTEs, eft (pr) are the subcell plastic straintz 0

components, S_'_r) are the subcell compliance components, and o-_ ) are the

(Pr) yields,subcell stress components. Solving this system of equations (2.50) for all

11 = Ell -_11 - -_'12 "22 --'13 33 ) "
1

11

(2.51)

Substituting this expression (2.51) in the second and third subcell constitutive equations (2.50)

yields,

12 13 ] _._PT)

°_22 Slf.r) 'lq-_ _22 S_fy) ) -- t_'23 _ J v33

+(.<,,)sf ' <,,)]
(2.52)

E(,81 ") = "13 _ + S_P3y) 12 -13 .I ,..,rtPY, S_) 13 .i ,'r(fl'f)

33 Sff, ) 11 SliP/, ) )"'22 + SI(---_ 7 '-" 33

+(<,g/sff')<,l,,)] qy,) sf# el ,/- 1,)',r + sf, )

(2.53)

Substituting these equations (2.52) and (2.53) into the two continuum equations (2.48) and (2.49)

yields,

+ =-_,_ ,,-- Sl(_ ) *'22 J_22 _ fit _''23 12 ,3 I..(_r, X-,h ,2s,-_,_) ) "33

•_,. (sf_) <-)_.(e,)l rs(.) " " 1
+h-ga + 2.,"el_'ThTya,, '.'a )aT+ Zhel_ef,(_')-ef= (pr)

,8 '.Oll fl k'all 2

Y = 1,2, (2.54)
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p= 1,2. (2.55)

As was the case in GMC-3D, imposing continuity of normal tractions amounts to

requiring normal stress components to be constant in rows of subcells which are adjacent in the

appropriate normal direction. For the original method of cells, this is simpler since there are only

four subcells in the repeating unit cell. The normal traction continuity conditions can be

summarized as,

4')=4')= _) } :4" _)<,17):47) C :li') : '

= J 33 = 0.(/72)

(2.56)

(2.57)

,o p Sll

, ) )+,- ,_, _3 /_(_r_ar+Epl(Pr) ((Pr) eg3(Pr)EIYB,ByT_2_) + Dfl_30 = -eflEll '_'33-l- i_,,_ _11
, r Df r)t" -E"rLa3'r /,7-+ , fl= 1,2, (2.59)

where,

4: _'_ 22 -_-777T-1+ ,
_'11 ) '_22 J

y = 1,2, (2.60)

d_ )s(nr)
¢(/_Y) °12 13

%r = _z3 _(pr) '
°11

p=1,2, y-- 1,2, (2.61)

I s(_r)z

dnr) 13 1 ,,(n,)l

Dfl = _ I), "33 - ¢(fl?,) /
'_11 J +/_]3 J'

/3 = 1,2, (2.62)

(2.54) and (2.55) can be written as,

Through the use of these equations (2.56) and (2.57), along with the grouping of terms, equations
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= s (_y)
Y=I,2,

(2.63)

S(_Y)

Examining the terms defined in equation (2.60) and (2.62)

Parameters), with the use of equation (2.46), it is found that,

(which contain

(2.64)

debonding

P Z= 2 , (2.65)

Thus,
' ,6'=2" (2.66)

A_ = t) _ _!/+

s , 0jj 2R..

Dr = ')__J3 //+

sf:,,jj

A 2 2) 12

- S[(2"-----T, (2.67)

S3(_ S (2,?'_

In matrix form, equations (2.58) and (2.59) can be written,

0

0
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If the components of the inverse of the matrix on the left hand side of equations (2.69) are

denoted by G(,,j), these equations can be solved for the subcell stresses,

X"_Ap'('a'_")/a(c'7)AT + cp (¢_)_+ X-' X-' B Mp.¢') [a (¢'7)AT c_ (¢'))

+x-.x--...p,(B.¢_)/ (¢,)_..._ p (t,)_
LLa_ la33 al*e33 I'

where,

2 2 2 2

j=l i=l j=l i=1

Bp,(r,¢.)
: = -hcG(r,).

(2.70)

(2.71)

Xp,(r.¢.) (2.72)2 = -I_G(z,¢.2 )

2 2 2 2

A_') = -E G(a+=.:)c,- E G(,+aa÷2)e,' B_') = hE G(,+_0) ' X_') = lE G(,+:,+:).
j=_ i=_ j=] _=_

°i2 .a.. l t'5'.A;,(_.¢_ ) o(¢,) S_) B_'(a'e_) =-h¢G(a.:.,), X_(_'¢")=-I,G(#.:.¢._). (2.73)

Equations (2.70) and (2.71) relate the subcell normal stresses to the global (applied) strains and

terms involving plastic and thermal strains. Equations (2.70) and (2.71) are thus normal mixed

concentration equations for the original method of cells. Substituting equations (2.70) and (2.71)

(_r) equation (2.51), yields,into the expression for cr_ ,

where,

(2.74)
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Al p:') +(I ¢(_r)A(r)e(_)_(_)_ BlPy)=__I (_S(_)B(r)__(P_)_(P)_= -.,,_ .._ -.,. .._ j, S_,)_ ,_ _ _,_ _ j,

X(',)_ .__L/_S(',)X(,) e(,r)v(,)_ A:'('g_) +( .q('z)AM"¢_) (',)" ,,("¢_)_l =- _12 "'2 +S13 As ),
--S}PT)_ 12 2 -°,3 "'3 1, 1+

x;,(_,.,,)=-sf,_'--z¢''l[°(_,)..,,(,.,_).,,.:+s_f,)xf,(_+,)) (2.75)

The stress averaging equations require that the geometrically-weighted subcell stresses sum to

equal the global (cell) stresses,

1 x--,x-, h l 0.(Pr) _11,_/-,/-_, _ r II
P r

 ,EE "(') -hilly u22 l;v '22 = 0"22'

fl z r

_]] E Z h,8]7 _'33--(flY) ] _ h T -(fl)
='hf fl 33 =_33"r

(2.76)

(2.77)

(2.78)

expansion, a0, and plastic strain components, -Peo,

C_2 =

LG, c_2 C33J

1 _-'h l A (pr) !

Z lr Air) I V 1 B(,) 1 _-_ l X (')l l.a r 2 l L.a r 2
y _"

l_-_ h A(P) 1_-" h a(_) 1_7' h X(P)

hZ_a# # 3 h_,p # 3 h_ p 3

(2.80)

allows the identification of the effective normal stiffness components, C_, coefficients of thermal

r,,,] to;,1 F,r,l}

Le33J La33J L_g3JJ

(2.79)[4 c,' l
_,,.:,l = c;l c_2 C;31
0",3.1 Lc;I c;_ c;3J

Substituting the expressions for the subcell stresses, equations (2.70), (2.71), and (2.74), into the

averaging equations, (2.76), (2.77), and (2.78), and comparing with the form of the global (cell)

normal constitutive equation,
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_;d LC;, c;= c;_

-_Z.,LZ_LIx-,,c-_x--,_, hBlrL(A_,(_rg_)a(¢_)ll + rh_'Pt(Pr'¢_)'_(#_)"22+'J _33 )
# r _ ,1

1 X-" X -_ X"_ l (Am(rg_)a (_) + RP'(rg_)"(@) _- yp,(r.¢_),.,(_,)'_

I _ T T h (AP'(#'#"I_(#") _ptI#'#"L(_"}- p,{#,_")-(_.l_
_Z._Z._/--,k 3 . +m3 "22 +x3 _33 #
'" # # rt

, (2.81)

I , ]-|

pr,] c;, c;. c,:
- C_I C=3c:

L_f_J cL c;_ c;_
nT1? _7' _" h_._ ."_ _ p_./A_(P'¢_)_P(¢_)3 u +_3-P'lP'¢_)6"22p (¢_)+-'x3""p,(A¢_)e3_P(_) _.

(2.82)

Equations (2.79) (2.82) provide the effective normal constitutive equation, stiffness

components, CTE components, and plastic strain components needed to model the heterogeneous

subcells in WCGMC.

To continue, the shear constitutive relations for the reformulated original method of cells

The shear continuum equations are (see Aboudi (1988) and Sankurathri et al.will be developed.

(1996) for details),

/ (#r) R(#r)cr(&)'_ (2.83)
Zk2hfl_'12 + 21 12 ) = 2h_12 y = 1,2,

#

_" ( R(_r )_r(_r )'_ (2.84)21rZlq r)+ 31 13 ) =2ff13 fl= 1,2,

(at)
ZZ/2_#,_ _ _, o(_,)+__#_)__(_,)l+k'y_x23 # 32 ,)'-'23 J=Zh/_23"
# r-

(2.85)

Substituting for the subcell shear strains in the above equations (2.83) - (2.85) using the

orthotropic subcell shear constitutive equations,

_z3 _f3(_r)[ o 0_(#r) _ (_r)// (,Or)
|el3 = 0 _'55 0 /crl3 /'

i (,8_) / 0 0 S66

(2.86)
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yields,

where,

31 - - 13 = = ,

32

,.,-(_0 _ ,,.(p2) _ ,,-(_0 ,,.(_2) _ _ "23"_(Pr)
"32 -- v32 -- "23 "23 )

= T23,

e, r,_,l=h_,2-_hp,f2Ip'/,
P

z

at23=hr_23- ZZ hBty4Y ') ,
flr

_(h s (pr)
Fp = _/..,_, r 55

Y

(2.87)

(2.88)

(2.89)

(2.90)

(2.91)

(2.92)

- l x"W(h I s Car) , o(av))

Examining the debonding parameters in the above expressions (2.93) and using equation (2.46),

_f_R_pr)=R_:r,+R_r)={2R, 7'=17' = 2' (2.94)

r'_R_)= R_')+R_)={ 20R' /3=Ifl=2'
(2.95)

Thus,

P r _, & & o o & o o

= 2(h, +l,)R, .

(2.96)
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E_-2z_ _ 66 ! +R,,

!wtl s('_)_+R,
Fl=2,,_tr 5s ! ,

Y

1 X-"{h S (p2) ]

!vii s(_,)_
F2=2,4y ss 1,

Equations (2.90) - (2.92) can be easily solved for the subcell shear stresses,

= +ZZv
4

r_ p) = f_(P)e- z.,z., ,3 ,

T23 = AE23 + Z V Apt(¢rl)g p (_)
_.a 23 '

where,

w(r) h Wp,(I.¢_) - q = I

Er rI = 2
0 q=l

Wp t(2'¢u) = he

-E-_-2 r/=2'

_,'_(fl)=/ _,'2pt(l,_:r/) ={- 10_( _x=l
Fp' _=2

f 0 _ = 1_e)p,(2'_) = l_ _ 2'
-_-2 =

(2.97)

(2.98)

(2.99)

(2.100)

(2.101)

(2.102)

1 _"X-_h l O'('Or) =lZhoTl(3'8) =_13,
_'_Z.a/'_ fly 13 h flP r

(2.105)

1 _---,x-, h l o "('Or)
_23 _

h-l,_Z_ fly 23

(2.106)

1 _ (,Or) _I_-_ l T(r)7/_ y 12

The shear stress averaging equations,

equations for the original method of cells.

(2.104)

Equations (2.98) - (2.100) relate the subcell shear stress components to the average (cell) strain

components and plastic terms. Thus, these equations are the shear mixed concentration

hl Ap,(_) _ h¢l,_ (2.103)
A=_-, G
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can then be applied using equations (2.98) - (2.100) to yield,

- _Z l Zlr,.Fp,(rg,)s_2(,,r)cr,z = l,q-'(r)_2 +7_-"' _ , (2.107)
r r _ ,

e23 = A_23 + _-" _-" A p'(g')g_3 (_'7). (2.109)

Comparing these equations (2.107) - (2.109) to the global (cell) ortho_'opic shear constitutive

equations,

allows the identification

components,

of the

E 2310o1,r2 2370 ,
'_lzJ o o c_JIL2_lzJ

cell effective shear stiffness components

(2.110)

and plastic strain

C_4 =-_A, C_, = kpf2 (p) , C_= lrW (r) , (2.111)
y

1 Apt(e,7)z_,3(_,) 1 f] p,(_,e_)z_3(¢,)
_2P3= 2C:4ZZ ' _3 = 2hC.5 ZZZh, ,

_ 1 __lrWP,(r,e,1)efz(¢,)
el= = 2lC'_ _ _" . (2.112)

Thus, closed-form constitutive equations, (2.79) and (2.110), have been developed for the

original method of cells with imperfect fiber-matrix bonding. Note that the debonding

parameters appear only in the terms defined in equations (2.67), (2.68), and (2.97). Hence,

unlike the original formulation of the original method of cells, including imperfect bonding in the

reformulation amounts to simple modifications of a few equations.

In WCGMC, given the geometry and properties of the fibers and matrix that constitute

the unidirectional composites in each three-dimensional subcell, the reformulated original

method of cells is used to calculate effective thermoelastic properties for each three-dimensional

subcell in the principal material coordinates of the given three-dimensional subcell. An effective

stiffness matrix is then assembled for each three-dimensional subcell in the principal coordinates,
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and this stiffness matrix is rotated in three dimensions to the coordinates of the three-dimensional

cell. The reformulated version of GMC-3D uses these effective stiffness matrices for each three-

dimensional subcell to determine the effective stiffness matrix and effective properties for the 3D

Cell. If the woven composite is treated as purely elastic, this is all that is required. However, if

matrix plasticity is included, the formulation becomes more complex.

The subcell plastic strains are determined from the original method of cells in conjunction

with the classical incremental plasticity theory (see Section 2.5). The strains in each three-

dimensional subcell, known from the solution of the global constitutive equation (2.40), the

mixed concentration equations (2.38), and the subcell constitutive equations (2.23), represent the

average unit cell strains in the original method of cells. From these average unit cell strains,

stress and strain components for each of the four subcells can be determined via the original

method of cells mixed concentration equations and subcell constitutive equations. The

knowledge of these subcell stresses and strains allows the determination of plastic strains within

each original subcell using the classical incremental plasticity theory equations presented in

Section 2.5. These plastic strains are then used to determine global (cell) plastic strains in the

original method of cells via equations (2.82) and (2.112). These cell plastic strains are then

rotated back to the global coordinates, and then they represent the three-dimensional subcell

plastic strains for the three-dimensional subcell considered. The three-dimensional subcell

plastic strains are used to re-solve the global constitutive equation (2.40), for the entire three-

dimensional unit cell.

2.4 Brayshaw Averaging

When the original method of ceils is used to model a unidirectional composite, one

subcell is occupied by the fiber material while the remaining three subcells are occupied by the

matrix material. In most cases, the fiber material is at most transversely isotropic (as in the case

of carbon fibers), while the matrix material is usually isotropic. In the form presented above, the

original method of cells represents such a composite as a cubic material when in fact it is

transversely isotropic. Aboudi (1987) overcame this problem by performing orientational

averaging of the effective stiffness matrix in the x2 - x3 plane (see Figure 2.5) to yield a

transversely isotropic effective stiffness matrix. This was done via the equation,
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e; -- ede, (2.113)

where c_(8) are the effective stiffness matrix components rotated by an angle O in the x 2 - X3

plane, and C_ is the resulting transversely isotropic effective stiffness matrix. Brayshaw (1994)

showed that the above averaging procedure results in an inconsistency in the stress concentration

composition. That is, the geometrically-weighted subcell stresses do not sum to the cell global

(cell) stresses as in equations (2.76) - (2.78) and (2.104) - (2.106).

Brayshaw showed that the inconsistency is eliminated if orientational averaging is

performed on stresses or strains rather than the effective stiffness terms. Further, it was

determined that to ensure consistency, the integration limits should be -_ to _ rather than 0 to
4 4

re. In the reformulated original method of cells, Brayshaw averaging may be performed directly

on the mixed concentration equations (2.70), (2.71), and (2.98) - (2.100). In the x 2 - x 3 plane, the

rotation equations (which apply to both stresses and strains) are,

7_2

Y'33

_'23

0"13

or't2

-1

0

0

0

0

0

0 0 0 0

c2 s 2 2sc 0

s 2 c2 -2sc 0

--SC SC C 2 -- S 2 0

0 0 0 c

0 0 0 s

0 0-,,

0 0"22

0 0"33

0 0"23

--S 0",3

C .0",2.

(2.114)

E',I

E22

E33

_'23

_13

.fi',2

l

0

0

0

0

0

0 0 0 0

c2 s 2 -2sc 0

s 2 c 2 2sc 0

sc -$c c 2 _s2 0

0 0 0 c

0 0 0 -s

0" -6rll "

0 8_2

0 e_3

0 6h

S E_3

C oe',2.

(2.115)

where c = cosO and s =sinO. Applying equation (2.114) to the subcell stresses yields,
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r_(__)' --c2r(_) +s2r_ ) +2scr23,

e

(2.116)

(2.117)

(2.118)

(2.119)

(2.120)

The mixed concentration equations (2.70), (2.71), and (2.98) - (2.100) are then substituted into

the above equations for the un-primed subcell stresses, yielding, for example,

+_Z (C'2A_1(_#'_17)< I'_ + 2-_ ,,,"(P_.)vjt<,,,(¢.)_,,.+:f,(_")]_+EE<.(<=Bt'(''<")_._._o.,(e_.)]/:(<.)_T.o.., Jt-= .... =(¢.)_)

+_(<:xf,(_.) ._p,(p._.)V (_.)__ p (_.)]+Z_z,<A.,(¢.).I(_.)+: '<' )L:" "'+<" .S
¢ 7 f ,7

(2.121)

The rotation equation (2.115) is then applied to the global strains, _g, thermal strains, a_¢") AT,

p(¢.)
and plastic strains, eg , in the equations for each rotated subcell stress of the form above. This

yields, for example,

r) = c2A )+s2A ) 811 + c2B )+s2B ) c2822 +s2_33 -2sc_23

( _ _,))( , , ,) [ , ,( )_,]+ ¢2X )+s2X s2_22 +¢2_33 +2s¢_23 +25¢A $c_22 -_',D'_33 + ¢2-$2 23

+_t <,,_ +, ,,3 )(<,,,,,T+=f,_+")
¢ rs

E_(c_Xf ,(_'_')+._xf,(_,_') ' _((_.)+ =_4.),,T+ +</<,33,,T+ +

r4 7 }+ E£2scA ",(¢r#) s =_2 r#) AT+ ._2 (<") _ sc_a_33¢ (<r#)'AT + ._3(_r#) +(c2 _s2)_.f3(<_/) .

4 _ L t ,s

(2.122)
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Equations of the form above provide the rotated subcell stresses as a function of the global

strains, thermal strains, and plastic strains, all of which are rotated as well. These rotated subcell

stresses can now be averaged according to Brayshaw by use of the equation,

(at) = 2- iT,_*r)'dt9 • (2.123)
¢g

4

This orientational averaging is performed for each subcell stress component to yield,

(2.124)

(2.125)

where,

_,_"): ,i,(*,')_,_+Z Z <i,p,(*",_")<f_(_"),

TI_]7"/) = _'_(,8#')_i 3 + _ _.._l_Pt('SY'_:t/)gf3(_r#) ,

(2.126)

(2.127)

(2.128)

_3 i:+43 ,

]_/Tr) =81B(r)2 + k4B_/7)+ k3X_ r) + _1X(#)-1A3 4 ' (2.129)
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.&_,(pz.¢_) = kl A_,(r.¢_) + k2 A3P,(¢_),

fift(flY,¢rl) = k3Bft(]',¢r/) +81 BPt(fl,¢rl)3 + 18 xPt (Y'_?) + k4Xft(fl'¢rl) + 14 APt(¢q) '

_t(flY,_r/) 1BPt(Y,_rl) + k4Bft(/L_7) + k3XPt(y,{_) + 1 xPt(fl,_rl) I APt(¢_7)
=_2 _ 3 -_ , (2.130)

t__/_,) l B(r) +lx(B)= _ 2 + k3B_ "B) + k4X_ y) _!A8 3 4 '

+¼A,=X4D2 8 3 +_ 2 +k3X_ fl) (2.131)

._3P'(pr'¢q) = k2A_ '(rg_) + kiA; '(¢") ,

_l_t(flr,_rt) = -81BPt(r,_rl)2 + k3B_ t(/L_rl) + k4X_ t(rgrl) + 81XPt(Pgr/)3 41APt(#_7),

_._pt(,6Y,_rl) = k4Bft(y,¢rl) +-81BPt(B,¢rl)3 +81 xPt(Y,¢r/)2 + k3Xf t (fl'¢r/) + "41APt (_r/) , (2.132)

_r_Pt('fly'_rl)= k2xC)pt('fl'¢rt)+ k I_I.tPt0''_r/) '

_pt(flr'¢rl) = kl_P t(_#l) + k2W Pt(Y'¢rl)'

(2.133)

(2.134)

_(/_)') = ! B(r)_ 1B(_6)1X_r) 1X(,O) +l A_-2 4 3 -_" +'_" 3 ,

_pt(,O_',ff_) 1 Bpt(rgq) 1BPt(,og_) l iPt(rg_) 1 xPt(,og)7) + 1 ipt(#q)
=_ 2 -_ 3 -_ 2 +_ 3 _ , (2.135)

and the constants arising due to integration are,

1 1 1 1 3 1 3 1
kl =-+--, k2 = , k3 =-+--, k4 .... • (2.136)

2 7r 2 7r 8 x 8 rc

The final step in the application of Brayshaw averaging involves simply replacing the

appropriate terms in equations (2.70), (2.71), and (2.98) - (2.100) with the hatted terms above.

Thus, the averaged global constitutive equations can be written as,
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0"11

^

G22
^

a33
^

0"23
^

0"13
^

0"12.

e,',

e;,
0

0

0

C2 C3 o o
e;2 o;_ o o
o;_ o;_ o o
0 0 0_4 0

0 0 0 C_5

0 0 0 0

0

0

_6

-A -

0 611
^

0 _22
^

0 833

_'23

^

_13

^

_812_

- .^ -_Ae

all _'fl

_ a;3 AT- _^
o _f_

o _
_p0 . 12J

(2.137)

where the averaged effective stiffness components, coefficients of thermal expansion, and

global plastic strain components are,

a,, a;2a;_l

6';, a;2 c33j

(2.138)

_./=-lC,,e;=o:
ahj Lc;, d;_ e;_

I ZZZZh#Ir(ZP'(_"¢'_JLA_ a_,,(¢rt)+B3 " Pt (_"'_xr/)- ('r/)+_22 A_;"Pt ("8"/"'_r/)633 (4r/)'_)

, (2.139)

_/=-/c,, e;_e_
(2.140)

c_ = X( , C55= (_r)
2l C66=2-_ Z7 , (2.141)

^

_= 1 h_lrXPt6Orgq) _ - 12;,;c_4ZZZZ _Y") _f_= 2h;c;,ZZZZ_;_6"(_'¢") 4y")
,ar_e _rCe

: 1 hplr+Pt(_r,¢rl)_4: = 2h;c;ZZZZ f_(¢")• (2.142)
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2.5 Classical Incremental Plasticity Theory

The equations for calculation of the subcell plastic strain increments in the original

method of cells subcells are here presented. The derivation follows that of Mendelson (1983)

and simplifications provided by Williams and Pindera (1994) and Williams (1995). Omitting the

designation (fly) that identifies a given subcell in the original method of cells for notational

simplicity, the subcell total strain components are given by the sum of the elastic strain

components, the plastic strain components, and the plastic strain increments,

cij = c_. + e_ +de F" (2.143)

The modified total strain components are defined as,

e.;J

Combining equations (2.143) and (2.144) yields,

,gij = e._j+ de. .

The mean dilatation is subtracted from (2.145) to give,

e e

where, eo. and e_

where,

co.- e._8 v =e._j- +de. ,

4

are deviatoric quantities defined as shown. Hooke's elastic law is given by

(2.144)

(2.145)

(2.146)

1
(2.148)

is the stress deviator, and the Prandtl-Reuss equations are given by,

de.ff = orb.d,t, (2.149)

where, d;t is the proportionality constant obtained from the consistency condition requiting that

the stress vector remains on the yield surface during plastic loading. Eliminating the deviatoric

stress using (2.147) and (2.149) yields,

- I p (2.150)
eO.- _dc_.,

e_. =_1 o-, . (2.147)2G v,
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and substituting for e_ in equation (2.146) using (2.150) yields,

The equivalent modified total strain is defined as,

£et = _1 3 e_eo .

Substituting for e_. in equation (2.152) using (2.151) yields,

-./_-r,+_/__ _(1+_? ,j,_.£et

where the definition of the effective plastic strain increment, dee_

Combining (2.151)and (2.153)to eliminate the term (1 + 2-_d_) yields,

,_ Set d£P
eo - _-S_-p--"U '

ae eff

which, upon rearrangement, becomes,

get

It can be shown that the proportionality constant, d2, can be expressed as,

where,

d2= 3dee_ff

2 _eff

has been

is the effective stress. Substituting for d2 in equation (2.153) using (2.156) results in,

O'eft
3-"_"

and substituting for de_ in equation (2.155) using (2.158) yields,

(2.151)

(2.152)

(2.153)

indicated.

(2.154)

(2.155)

(2.156)

(2.157)

(2.158)
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dEf=(1- _e.O" I ' (2.159)
_. 3Geet) eO''

d2'

where a modified proportionality constant, d;t', has been defined.

The plastic strain increments for the subcells in the original method of cells are calculated

from equation (2.159). This equation represents a modification of the Prandtl-Reuss equations

(2.149), such that the plastic strain increments are calculated from the modified total strain

deviator rather than from the stress deviator. This form allows better convergence when it is

employed in an iterative solution procedure. The terms in equation (2.159) are calculated from,

e_. = gij -- ep -- 8iJ'°ekk, £et ebeb. , cr,# = ge_ + cr r , (2.160)

where,

H= EHsp , (2.161)
E- lisp

where E, lisp, and cry are the elastic modulus, hardening slope, and yield stress for the material

based on a bilinear stress-strain response.

2.6 Solution Procedure in the Presence of Plasticity

The objective of the analytical model is to predict the inelastic response of a material

exhibiting periodic microstructure when subjected to global mechanical loading and a

temperature change. This is done via the effective constitutive equation (2.40). In the present

model, mechanical loading is imposed as global strain components, S_o. The effective stiffness

components, C_, and effective CTE components, a_, are determined from closed-form

expressions involving the repeating unit cell geometry, the subcell compliance components, and

the subcell CTEs. The compliance components and the CTEs of the heterogeneous subcells are

determined using the original method of cells (see Section 2.3). One or more of the global strain

components, _0, are known from the imposed mechanical loading. The unimposed global strain

components are calculated from the effective constitutive equation (2.40) with the use of global

stress-free conditions. That is, for example, if 21_ is applied, typically _0 = 0 for ij _ 11.
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When plasticity is present, the global constitutive equation (2.40) is nonlinear, and thus

cannot be solved for the global stresses, _0, directly. The nonlinearity arises because the global

_p(=_r) which
plastic strain components, _, depend on the subcell plastic strain components, % ,

themselves depend implicitly on the subcell stress and strain components. The subcell stress

and strain components can only be determined once the global constitutive equation is solved.

Thus, to solve for the global stress components, _u, iteration is necessary to find the correct _P

for the imposed _. In addition, the mechanical loading in the form of imposed global strains, _,

as well as any thermal loading, must be applied in an incremental manner.

p(,¢r)
The three-dimensional subcell plastic strain components, 6 o , are calculated from the

local subcell plastic strain components in the original method of cells, p(pr) At a givenE O •

magnitude of the thermomechanical loading, these local plastic strains are expressed as the local

plastic strains at the previous thermomechanical load plus an increment in the local plastic strains

due to the increment in the thermomechanical load. This procedure was outlined by Mendelson

(1983) and can be summarized as,

p(pr)= $p(p_) + d6_(py)
_'ij ij previous "" '

(2.162)

where deft (av) are the increments in the subeell plastic strain components calculated using the

original method of cells in conjunction with the classical incremental plasticity theory (Section

2.5). Thus, once the local plastic strain increments are determined, the local plastic strains

follow from equation (2.162), and the three-dimensional subcell plastic strains, upon which the

unknown global plastic strains depend, can be calculated as well.

The iterative procedure actually used in the model allows equation (2.40) to be bypassed

during iteration. The mixed concentration equation (2.38) is used instead. The subcell and

global stresses are calculated after convergence has occurred for a particular loading increment

and are not active in the iteration procedure. The iterative procedure may be outlined as follows:
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1) Apply a loading increment (i.e., a small increase in temperature or strain).

2) Estimate the local plastic strains from equation (2.162).

3) Determine the three-dimensional subcell plastic strains using the original method of cells

and determine the plastic terms in (2.38) from the equations in the appendix.

4) Obtain the stresses in each three-dimensional subcell from equation (2.38).

5) Determine three-dimensional subcell strains from the subcell constitutive equations (2.23).

6) Apply these subcell strains to the original method of cells, from which new estimates of the

local plastic strain increments are determined through the use of equation (2.159).

7) Update the local plastic strains with equation (2.162) using the new local plastic strain

increment values.

8) Check for convergence of the local plastic strains.

9) If convergence has been achieved, calculate the global stresses from equation (2.40) and go

to step 1.

10) If convergence has not been achieved, go to step 3.



48

3. Modeling the Mechanical Response of 8H Satin C/Cu

In this chapter, predictions of WCGMC (described in the previous chapter) are presented.

In particular, the effects of unit cell microstructure and fiber volume fraction, porosity, residual

stresses, and imperfect fiber-matrix bonding on the predicted monotonic tensile, compressive,

and shear response of 8H satin C/Cu are examined. The effects are investigated in order to

determine which are important and how each alters the model predictions. Those effects that are

important will then be employed in Chapter 4 as the model predictions are compared with

experiment.

3.1 Effect of Unit Cell Microstructure and Fiber Volume Fraction

One benefit of using WCGMC to model woven composites is the geometric flexibility

offered by the embedded approach. As long as a repeating unit cell can be identified for a given

heterogeneous material, the micro-scale geometry can be discretized into parallelepiped subcells

and modeled with WCGMC. In addition, the averaged continuity conditions employed by the

method of cells make precise geometric representation less important than it is for numerical

finite-element or boundary-element models. It has been shown (Wilt, 1995) that for similar

geometrical representations, the two-dimensional version of the generalized method of cells

(GMC-2D) with 49 subcells matched elastoplastic finite-element predictions obtained using a

1088 element mesh. For the above cases, the CPU time for the finite element model execution

was 3550 times that required for GMC-2D execution.

The geometry of the repeating unit cells for woven composites are often quite complex.

The weave of fiber yarns is inherently three-dimensional, and each different weave type has a

different repeating unit cell (see Figure 1.3, for example). For an 8H satin weave, the repeating

unit cell is shown (from above) in Figure 3.1. The unit cell is large, encompassing eight yams in

each of the two directions, but it is the smallest rectangular repeating unit cell for this type of

weave. A slightly smaller repeating unit cell can be identified if the rectangular shape

requirement is relaxed, but for implementation in WCGMC, the unit cell must be a

parallelepiped.
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8H satin weave and its repeating unit cell.

For a composite reinforced with an 8H satin weave, the simplest geometric representation

of the true three-dimensional unit cell is shown in Figure 3.2. This geometry is similar to the

mosaic model of Chou and Ishikawa (1989) (see Figure 1.4) in the way it treats the fiber yam

cross-over regions. The weave appears similar to a [00/90 °] laminate, with the 0 ° and 90 ° plies

reversing stacking sequence at the yam cross-over points. Unlike the mosaic model, however,

the geometry shown in Figure 3.2 represents the entire three-dimensional 8H satin unit cell, not

just a two-dimensional section of it. This unit cell geometry will be referred to as the true mosaic

model (TMM). Note that the TMM geometry incorporates pure layers of the copper matrix on

the top and bottom of the unit cell, which mimics actual woven composites. The darkened top

subcells in Figure 3.2 indicate the positions (in the plane of the weave) of the fiber yam cross-

over regions.

An additional point to consider when examining the unit cell geometry shown in Figure

3.2 is the fact that WCGMC models the unit cell as a representative part of an infinite medium.

That is, the unit cell repeats infinitely in each direction, not just in the plane of the weave. Thus,

the geometry shown actually represents an infinite number of reinforcement weave layers,

separated by regions of pure copper matrix. This contrasts with the models of Chou and

Ishikawa (1989) and Naik and Ganesh (1992) which use lamination theory and thus model a

plate, with free surfaces, reinforced with a single woven layer.
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W

Figure 3.2. True Mosaic Model (TMM) unit cell geometry.

The unit cell geometry shown in Figure 3.2 includes pure matrix layers above and below

the weave, but no other regions of pure matrix. Thus, in order to vary the overall fiber volume

fraction of the woven composite independently of the fiber volume fraction of the yam subcells,

the thickness of the pure matrix layers is varied with respect to the weave subcell thickness. That

is, the ratio x/h defined in Figure 3.2 is varied. Choice of the dimension w is arbitrary. In

addition, the TMM geometry lacks fiber continuity at the yam cross-over points. In order to

allow more freedom in varying the fiber volume fraction, as well as a more accurate

representation of the yam cross-over geometry, a unit cell with considerably more subcells must

be employed. Figure 3.3(a) and (b) show the next level of refinement for the 8H satin composite

unit cell geometry. The unit cell geometry shown in Figure 3.3(a) is referred to as the continuous

mosaic model (CMM), and the unit cell geometry shown in Figure 3.3(b), which explicitly

includes rotated fibers in the cross-over regions, is called the directionally continuous mosaic

model (DCMM).
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Figure 3.3(a). Continuous Mosaic Model (CMM) unit cell geometry.

b (2

Figure 3.3(b). Directionally Cominuous Mosaic Model (DCMM) unit cell geometry.
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Clearly, the CMM andDCMM geometriesprovidesuperiorrepresentationof thewoven

composite compared to the TMM geometry. In addition, the CMM and DCMM geometries

include pure matrix subcells within the reinforcement weave as well as those located in the top

and bottom layers of the unit cell. This allows an additional geometric degree of freedom when

tailoring the subcell dimensions to provide a particular overall fiber volume fraction. However,

these refinements come at a computational cost. The TMM unit cell is comprised of 256 subcells

(8x8x6), while the CMM and DCMM unit ceils are each comprised of 1536 subcells (16x 16x6).

For implementation in WCGMC these numbers can be reduced to 192 (8x8x3) and 1280

(16x16x5) by combining the top pure matrix layer of the unit cell with the bottom pure matrix

layer of the unit cell above the unit cell being considered. WCGMC execution times are

sensitive to the number of subcells comprising the unit cell considered. Indeed, prior to the

reformulation of GMC-3D, the DCMM geometry could not be employed for elastoplastic

simulations due to the large memory requirements and execution times required by the model

(see Bednarcyk et al., 1997). However, the reformulation of the equations of GMC-3D has now

made possible the use of the DCMM geometry for thermoinelastic modeling of woven metal

matrix composites.

For modeling 8H satin C/Cu, the fiber volume fraction of the fiber yam subcells was

taken to be 65%. This value was determined via microscopic examination of actual C/Cu

specimens and represents an average for many infiltrated yarns in many composite specimens.

Given the fiber volume fraction of the infiltrated fiber yams, the dimensions in the unit ceils may

be selected to obtain the desired overall fiber volume fraction. Table 3.1 provides the

dimensions for the microstructures that will be considered. Note that results generated using the

CMM geometry will not be presented since its microstructural accuracy is superseded by the

DCMM geometry. In addition, macroscopic results generated using the CMM geometry are

invariably nearly identical to those generated using the DCMM geometry (assuming the

dimensions are the same). Two versions of the DCMM geometry will be considered, each with a

different pure copper layer thickness. The DCMM #2 geometry is employed because of the

upper bound of 43.3% on the overall fiber volume fraction using the DCMM #1 geometry. Both

DCMM geometries model the actual microstructure of the 8H satin C/Cu composite specimens

reasonably realistically.
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Vf(%) x h a b
TMM 35 0.0171 0.02

40 0.0125 0.02

45 0.0089 0.02

50 0.0060 0.02

Table 3.1. Unit cell dimensions.

The thermomechanical input properties required by the model for the carbon fiber and the

copper matrix are given in Table 3.2. The properties of T-300 carbon fibers were used due to

their similarity to VCX-11 fibers (Ellis, 1995). The fiber is treated as temperature-independent,

elastic, and transversely isotropic. The copper matrix is treated as temperature-dependent,

elastoplastic with linear hardening, and isotropic.

3.1.1 Tensile Response

Figures 3.4 - 3.7 show predicted monotonic tensile stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu

as represented by the different unit cell geometries for fiber volume fractions of 35%, 40%, 45%,

and 50%. The composite effective elastic properties predicted by the model in each case are

given in Table 3.3. Figures 3.4 - 3.7 indicate that the effect of unit ceil geometry is minor for the

predicted tensile response of the composite. The effect is most evident for the lowest fiber

volume fraction, 35%. In this case, the TMM geometry provides the stiffest overall response,

followed by the DCMM #1 geometry, and finally the DCMM #2 geometry. This trend is also

apparent in the effective elastic moduli given in Table 3.3. In the elastic region of the composite

stress-strain response, the TMM geometry is expected to provide the stiffest response. This is

partly due to the fact that the TMM geometry has a larger number of yarn subcells with fibers

oriented in the loading direction than do the DCMM geometries. More importantly, at each fiber

volume fraction, the TMM geometry has thicker pure copper layers than the more complex
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T-300 Carbon Fibers

EA ET GA vA vT aA a T

(Msi) (Msi) (Msi) (10-6/OF) (10-6/OF)

Source

29.42 3.67 6.40 0.443 0.05 -0.389 5.556

1 1 1 1 1 2 2

OFHC Copper

Temp E v a Cry lisp

(°F) (Msi) (10-6/°F) (ksi) (Msi)

70 18.8 0.35 8.18 10.3 1.425

100 18.7 0.35 8.28 9.97 1.403

300 18.0 O.35 9.35 9.37 1.270

500 17.2 0.36 10.1 8.95 1.126

700 16.4 0.37 10.7 8.42 1.000

900 15.5 0.375 11.6 6.15 0.760

1100 14.5 0.38 12.0 3.87 0.521

1300 13.2 0.38 12.3 2.25 0.363

1500 11.7 0.37 12.6 1.25 0.282

1700 9.8 0.35 14.7 0.27 0.204

Source 3 3 3 314 3/4

Table 3.2: Material properties for T-300 carbon fibers and OFHC copper. Sources: 1 - Derstine

(1988); 2 - Naik and Deo (1992); 3 - Rocketdyne Materials Properties

Manual (1987); 4 -NASA Lewis Research Center (1992).

geometries. The stiffness of the pure copper is greater than the transverse stiffness of the carbon

fibers (see Table 3.2), and since a large percentage of the fibers are oriented transverse to the

loading direction, the thicker copper layers provide increased stiffness. The presence of the

thicker copper layers also explains the stiffer response of the DCMM #1 geometry in the elastic

region compared to the DCMM #2 geometry (see Table 3.2).

Once yielding occurs in a given subcell, the "stiffness" of the copper in that subcell

decreases dramatically. Thus, once yielding has occurred, the transverse stiffness of the elastic

fibers is greater than the "stiffness" of the copper, and the pure copper layers become much less

important. Now it is the pure copper subcells within the layers of the unit cell which represent
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Figure 3.4. Predicted tensile stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu, Vf = 35%,

using different unit cell geometries.
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Predicted tensile stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu, Vf--- 40%,

using different unit cell geometries.
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Figure 3.6. Predicted tensile stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu, Vf = 45%,

using different unit cell geometries.
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Figure 3.7. Predicted tensile stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu, Vf = 50°_,

using different unit cell geometries.



57

Geometry Vf (%) E (Msi) G (Msi) v

TMM 35 16.04 6.763 0.2692

40 15.62 6.734 0.2544

45 15.19 6.706 0.2386

50 14.76 6.677 0.2215

..........DcMM#;I ...............................................................................35 ;i5169 .................................61759 ...............................012 54 :7...............

40 15.47 6.728 * 0.2480

..........DCMI_#_; .............................................................................35 ;'i'5137..................................61759 ...............................012_,'13..............

40 15.12 6.730 0.2323

45 14.88 6.700 0.2242

50 14.66 6.663 0.2171

Table 3.3 Effective elastic constants predicted by WCGMC for 8H satin C/Cu.

the reinforcement weave that affect the behavior. After yielding, these pockets of pure copper

serve as weak links, and bring about a more compliant post-yield response. The TMM geometry

has no pure copper subcells within the weave and thus provides the stiffest post-yield response.

Comparing the dimension b in Table 3.1 for the DCMM #1 and #2 geometries indicates that the

pockets of pure copper are larger for the DCMM #2 geometry (see Figure 3.3b). Thus the

DCMM #1 geometry has smaller weak links, and it provides a stiffer post-yield response.

It is also apparent from Figures 3.4 - 3.7 that increasing the overall fiber volume fraction

decreases the differences between the stress-strain curves predicted using the TMM and DCMM

#2 geometries. As Figure 3.7 shows, these curves are essentially coincident for a fiber volume

fraction of 50%. This too is explained by the size of the pure copper layers for the elastic region,

and by the size of the weak link pure copper subcells for the post-yield region. The difference in

the size of the pure copper layers between the TMM and DCMM #2 geometries decreases as the

fiber volume fraction increases (see Table 3.1). Hence the tensile moduli predicted using the two

geometries become closer in magnitude. Also, the size of the pure copper subcells within the

reinforcement weave in the DCMM #2 geometry decreases with increasing fiber volume fraction

(see Table 3.1). This explains the better agreement between the TMM and DCMM #2

geometries at higher fiber volume fractions.

Comparing Figures 3.4 and 3.5, however, indicates that, in the post-yield region,

differences between the curves predicted using the DCMM #1 and DCMM #2 increase as the
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fiber volumefraction is increasedfrom 35%to 40%. This is because the difference between the

b dimensions of the two geometries is much greater for a fiber volume fraction of 40% (see Table

3.1). Hence, the difference in the size of the weak link copper subcells is greater for the 40%

fiber volume fraction, which is apparent in the predicted stress-strain curves. Since the relative

size of the pure copper layers does not change with fiber volume fraction for the DCMM # 1 and

DCMM #2 geometries (see Table 3.1), in the elastic region, increasing the fiber volume fraction

has almost no effect on the difference between the predictions of the these geometries.

3.1.2 Shear Response

Figures 3.8 - 3.11 and Table 3.3 indicate that the unit cell geometry has a lesser effect on

the predicted elastic shear response of the composite than on the predicted elastic tensile

response. However, the effect of unit cell geometry is much more pronounced in the plastic

region of the predicted shear stress-strain response than is the case in tension. The differences

between the shear stress-strain curves predicted using the TMM and DCMM #2 geometries

10T
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0.00 0.05 o. 10 0.15 0.20 0.25
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Figure 3.8. Predicted shear stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu, Vf = 35%,

using different unit cell geometries.
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Figure 3.9.
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Predicted shear stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu, Vf = 40%,

using different unit cell geometries.
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Figure 3.10.
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Predicted shear stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu, Vf = 45%,

using different unit cell geometries.
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Figure 3.11. Predicted shear stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu, Vf = 50%,

using different unit cell geometries.

decrease as the fiber volume fraction increases, as was the case in tension. Differences between

the curves generated using the DCMM #1 and DCMM #2 geometries increase as the fiber

volume fraction increases, which is also identical to the trend in the tensile predictions. Thus, the

effects of the unit cell geometry on the predicted shear response of 8H satin C/Cu are the same as

the effects on the predicted tensile response for the composite. The effects can also be explained

exactly as they were for the tensile response, namely by the thickness of the pure copper layers

for the elastic response, and by the size of the weak link pure copper subcells within the

reinforcement weave for the post-yield behavior.

In the elastic region, the shear modulus of pure copper is still greater than the axial shear

modulus of the carbon fiber, but only slightly so (6.96 Msi vs. 6.40 Msi). Thus, in the elastic

region, although the trend in stiffness based on geometry that was observed in tension is still

present (see Table 3.3), the effect is much less apparent. Once yielding occurs, the shear

modulus of copper drops as drastically as does the tensile modulus, however, the difference

between the post-yield shear "stiffness" of copper and the shear modulus of the elastic fiber is
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much greater than difference between the post-yield "stiffness" of the copper and the transverse

tensile modulus of the fiber. Thus the magnitude of the effect of the unit cell geometry on the

predicted composite post-yield behavior (caused by the weak link copper subcells) is much

greater for shear loading than is the case for tension. As the figures and Table 3.3 indicate,

however, the qualitative effects are identical.

3.1.3 Summary of Fiber Volume Fraction Effects

The effect of altering the overall fiber volume fraction on the predicted tensile and shear

response of the composite using the DCMM #2 geometry is isolated in Figures 3.12 and 3.13.

Note that in the elastic portion of the predicted stress-strain curves, increasing the fiber volume

fraction leads to a more compliant response, while in the post-yield region, increasing the fiber

volume fraction leads to a stiffer response. These trends are due to the low transverse tensile

modulus and axial shear modulus of the carbon fibers (see Table 3.2). When the overall fiber

25
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Strain (%)

Figure 3.11. Predicted tensile stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu for different fiber volume

fractions using the DCMM #2 unit cell geometry.
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Figure 3.12. Predicted shear stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu for different fiber volume

fractions using the DCMM #2 unit cell geometry.

volume fraction of the unit cell is increased, the volume fraction of the pure matrix subcells

decreases, while the local fiber volume fraction of the infiltrated fiber yams remains constant.

Since many fiber yams are oriented transversely to the loading direction in tension, and the

transverse stiffness of the fibers is lower than that of pure copper, lowering the relative volume of

pure copper lowers the tensile stiffness in the elastic region. This is true for shear loading as

well, but since the axial shear modulus of the carbon fibers is only slightly lower than the shear

modulus of copper, the effect is small. Once yielding of the copper matrix occurs, the transverse

fibers are considerably stiffer in tension and shear than the plastically deforming copper. Thus,

in the post-yield region of the stress strain-curves, lowering relative volume of pure copper (and

thus increasing the overall fiber volume fraction) increases the stiffness. For reasons explained

previously, the effect on the elastic response is greater in tension, while the effect on the post-

yield response in greater in shear.
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3.2 Effect of Porosity

It was shown in the previous report on 8H satin C/Cu (Bednarcyk et al., 1997) that the

composite plates fabricated for the investigation typically contained significant porosity. This

porosity was not present in the pure copper matrix regions, but rather within the infiltrated fiber

yarns. Microscopic investigation of the composite yams revealed that this porosity typically

occupied approximately 7% to 14% of the volume of the infiltrated fiber yams.

In order to model its effect on the response of the woven composite, the porosity was

treated via a reduction in the properties of the copper matrix within the infiltrated fiber yams.

WCGMC was used to model the tensile response of pure copper with spherical void inclusions.

This porous copper was modeled using a total of 343 subcells (7x7x7 cube). The overall volume

fraction of the voids was set at 20% and then 40% so that a yam subcell with a fiber volume

fraction of 65% infiltrated with these effective porous copper materials would have effective

porosities of 7% and 14%, respectively. Figure 3.13 shows the predicted tensile response of the

porous copper. The predicted response of copper with no voids and 10% porosity are plotted for

'--=- 0% porosity

--o-- 10% porosity

20% porosity i
I

I --_- 40% porosity,

0 • _ ...........

0.00 0,05 0.10 0.15 0.20 025 0.30

Strain (%)

Figure 3.13. Predicted tensile response for porous copper as a function of % porosity.
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comparison. Clearly, porosity has a major effect on the predicted response of pure copper. Table

3.4 provides a comparison of the effective room temperature properties for the porous copper

determined by the model.

To model the effect of porosity on the response of 8H satin C/Cu, the effective properties

for the porous copper given in Table 3.4 can be used as input properties for the copper located

within the infiltrated yam subcells in WCGMC. Figure 3.14 shows the predicted tensile

response of 40% 8H satin C/Cu with 7% and 14% porosity within the infiltrated yam subcells.

void content E (Msi) v G (Msi) Y (ksi) lisp (Msi)

0%

10%

20 %

40 %

18.8 0.350 6.96 10.3 1.425

14.3 0.291 5.55 8.13 1.11

11.7 0.260 4.62 6.61 0.931

7.26 0.207 3.01 5.42 0.597

Table 3.4. Effective properties for porous copper determined by WCGMC.
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The predicted response of the fully infiltrated composite is plotted for comparison. The DCMM

#2 unit cell geometry was used for these predictions since it provides the most accurate

geometric representation of the woven composite microstructure. From Figure 3.14 it is clear

that porosity has a significant effect on the predicted tensile response of the woven composite.

Higher levels of porosity lead to a more compliant overall predicted tensile response. The effect

is noticeable even in the elastic region. Table 3.5 provides a numerical comparison of the

effective tensile and shear properties of the porous composites as predicted by the model. While

the predicted Poisson's ratio for the composite changes only slightly as a function of the

porosity, the predicted tensile modulus is reduced significantly by increasing fiber yam porosity.

Figure 3.15 shows the predicted shear response for the porous woven composite. The

predicted shear response for the fully infiltrated case is included for comparison. It is clear that

porosity has an even greater effect on the shear response of the composite than on the tensile

response. Once again, greater amounts of porosity lead to a more compliant predicted response

for the composite. In addition, the predicted shear stress-strain curves in Figure 3.15 show that

10 T
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!

i

--_-_ 14% yarn porosity

0.00 005 010 0.15 020 0,25
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Figure 3.15. Predicted shear response for porous 8H satin C/Cu

as a function of yam subcell % porosity.

030
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including yarn porosity results in a much more gradual yielding of the composite compared to

the fully infiltrated case. Table 3.5 provides a numerical comparison of the effective shear

modulus for the porous composite. The data indicate that porosity, even when limited to the

infiltrated fiber yarns, significantly reduces the overall stiffness of 8H satin C/Cu.

yarn porosity E (Msi) G (Msi) v

0 % 15.12 6.730 0.2323

7 % 13.74 6.155 0.2170

14 % 12.76 5.541 0.2110

Table 3.5. Predicted effective properties for porous 40% 8H satin C/Cu.

3.3 Effect of Residual Stresses

In order to model the effect of residual stresses on the predicted response of 8H satin

C/Cu, the cyclic capabilities of WCGMC were employed. Two loading cycles were

implemented. The first is a cool-down from a temperature at which the composite is assumed to

be globally and locally stress-free. This simulates the consolidation of the composite during

production. A high stress-free temperature (SFT), close to the melting temperature of copper

(1981 °F), would be chosen if the constitutive theory for copper modeled stress relaxation

accurately. In order to use incremental plasticity, a lower effective SFT should be chosen to

account for the relaxation of stresses in the copper matrix, which may occur at elevated

temperatures during the cool-down. After the cool-down, the simulated mechanical loading is

applied. During processing of the model predictions, the resulting mechanical stress-strain

curves are shifted such that, at the starting point for the mechanical loading, the global strain on

the composite is zero. This simulates the assumed zero strain starting condition for mechanical

testing. Recall that the material properties of copper are temperature-dependent (see Table 3.2).

WCGMC uses linear interpolation between input temperatures to determine the mechanical

properties of the phases at the current temperature during thermal cyclic loading.

As mentioned above, at elevated temperatures, copper is subject to viscoplastic behavior

which can lead to relaxation of residual stresses. While the time-independent incremental

plasticity constitutive theory is realistic for copper at room temperature, it has been shown that,
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for the elevated temperatures associated with composite fabrication, a time-dependent plasticity

theory should be employed (Bednarcyk and Pindera, 1996). One such viscoplasticity theory was

developed by Freed et al. (1994) specifically for copper, commonly known as Freed-Walker

viscoplasticity. While inclusion of Freed-Walker viscoplasticity in WCGMC is computationally

prohibitive (due to the stiff nature of the equations which must be integrated), a version of the

original method of cells embedded in classical lamination theory including this constitutive

theory was developed by Bednarcyk and Pindera (1996).

In order to determine a reasonable range of SFTs for 8H satin C/Cu for use in WCGMC,

the aforementioned version of the inelastic lamination theory was employed to model the

globally stress-free cool-down from 1700 °F of a cross-ply C/Cu laminate with a fiber volume

fraction of 65% using the thermoelastic material properties given in Table 3.2. For the

viscoplastic material parameters of copper which were employed see Bednarcyk and Pindera

(1996). The cross-ply laminate provides the best simulation of an 8H satin composite possible

with lamination theory. A cool-down time of 900 seconds was employed to model the actual

cool-down of 8H satin C/Cu composites during fabrication. Results, in the form of a plot of the

effective stress in the matrix subcells in the plies vs. temperature are compared in Figure 3.16

with predictions in which the incremental plasticity theory was used to model the constitutive

behavior of the copper matrix. Note that, in this figure, the indices "12", "21", and "22" refer to

the matrix subcel113_/indices (see Figure 4.5).

Clearly, utilizing plasticity in conjunction with an SFT of 1700 °F vastly overpredicts the

stresses in a unidirectional C/Cu composite. Results generated using Freed-Walker

viscoplasticity indicate that a significant portion of the residual stresses predicted using

incremental plasticity are not actually present at room temperature. Although the exact values of

the residual stresses do not carry over from the cross-ply laminate to the woven composite, the

qualitative conclusion does: an SFT of 1700 °F is unrealistic for WCGMC.

In order to estimate a realistic value of the SFT for use in modeling 8H satin C/Cu,

additional simulations of the cool-down of 65% cross-ply C/Cu laminate were performed. For

these cases, the incremental plasticity constitutive theory was employed, and the SFT was varied.

The predicted residual effective stress after the cool-down is plotted vs. the SFT in Figure 3.17.

The SFT for which yielding does not occur during the cool-down is evident in this figure where
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function of SFT, where incremental plasticity theory has been employed.
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the slopes of the plotted curves change abruptly. This temperature is between 150 °F and 200 °F.

Comparing Figure 3.17 with the Freed-Walker predictions in Figure 3.16, it is clear that in order

to obtain realistic estimates of the residual stresses in C/Cu composites using incremental

plasticity theory, an SFT lower than approximately 250 °F should be selected. This SFT is above

the minimum SFT that causes yielding in the composite upon cool-down, and it will be used as

an upper bound as the effect of varying the SFTs is investigated with WCGMC below.

Predicted thermal expansion curves for 8H satin C/Cu resulting from cool-down from

SFTs of 250 °F, 170 °F, and 120 °F are shown in Figure 3.18. Because of the low yield stress of

the copper matrix and the high axial CTE mismatch between the fiber and the matrix (see Table

3.2), the composite yields during simulated cooling from 250 °F. The composite remains elastic

during simulated cooling from 170 °F and 120 °F. For an SFT of 250 °F, Figure 3.18 shows that

by the time the composite reaches room temperature, the model predicts that it has undergone a

significant global thermal contraction. During cooling, the copper matrix is placed in tension,

while the carbon fibers are, for the most part, placed in compression. This is because the CTE of
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Predicted thermal expansion curves for 40% 8H satin C/Cu for cool-downs from

250 °F, 170 °F, and 120 °F, to room temperature.
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the copper is much greater than the axial and transverse CTEs of the fibers (see Table 3.2). Thus,

upon cooling, the copper matrix tends to contract more than the fibers, and the fibers constrain

the contraction of the matrix. This results in local tensile stresses in the matrix and local

compressive stresses in the fibers, while the total strains (i.e., thermal strains plus mechanical

strains) in both phases are negative (i.e., contraction).

The predicted effect of residual stresses due to cool-down from SFTs of 250 °F, 170 °F,

and 120 °F on subsequent mechanical loading is illustrated in Figures 3.19 - 3.22. These figures

compare the predicted tensile, compressive, and shear stress-strain curves for 8H satin C/Cu with

a fiber volume fraction of 40% where different SFTs have been assumed. Note that an SFT of 70

°F corresponds to the case with no residual stresses. This case is included in the figures for

comparison. Once again, the DCMM #2 unit cell geometry has been employed for the same

reason cited in the previous section.
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Figure 3.19. Predicted tensile and compressive stress-strain curves for 40% 8H satin C/Cu with

stress-free temperatures (SFTs) of 250 °F and 70 °F.
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Note that the predicted compressive response of the composite is explicitly investigated

here for the first time. For cases without residual stresses, the model predictions for tension and

compression are identical in magnitude, with opposite signs (i.e., the curves are inverted). When

residual stresses are included, since the composite has non-zero internal stress and strain fields

prior to mechanical loading, predictions for tension and compression are no longer identical.

This is illustrated in Figure 3.19, which shows the predicted tensile and compressive stress-strain

curves for SFT = 70 °F and SFT = 250 OF. Clearly, while the predictions for SFT = 70 °F are

identical for tension and compression, the predictions for SFT = 250 °F are noticeably different.

In particular, while yielding begins almost immediately in both tension and compression for SFT

= 250 °F, the hardening is significantly greater in compression than in tension.

Figures 3.20 - 3.22 indicate that increasing the SFT has two primary effects on the

predicted response of 8H satin C/Cu: it leads to yielding at a lower stress and stiffer post-yield

behavior. This is true for simulated tension, compression, and shear loading. Furthermore, the

predictions are very sensitive to the choice of SFT, especially in tension.
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In tension(seeFigure 3.20), increasing the SFT from 70 °F to 120 °F decreases the

predicted yield stress of the composite noticeably, and raises the post-yield slope slightly. The

predicted yield stress is reduced further when the SFT is increased to 170°F. Recall that, upon

cooling from 120 °F and 170 °F, predictions indicated that the composite remains elastic. Thus,

upon initiation of simulated tensile loading, the composite still behaves elastically. For an SFT

250 °F, however, the composite yielded during the simulated cool-down. Thus, upon initiation

of simulated mechanical loading, regions of the composite are already "on" the yield surface, and

the composite exhibits plastic deformation immediately. The result is that the predicted initial

response of the composite is drastically changed for a relatively small change in the SFT. The

effect of varying the SFT on the predicted yield stress for the lower SFT values is equally

dramatic. It is also apparent from Figure 3.20 that increasing the SFT increases the predicted

tensile post-yield slope for the composite, but only slightly so. This results in the apparent

tendency of the predicted tensile stress-strain curves to converge at the higher strains.

Qualitatively, the compressive predictions, shown in Figure 3.21, resemble the tensile

predictions. Higher SFT causes lower predicted yield stresses and higher predicted post-yield

slopes. However, the effect on the initial slope of the predicted stress-strain curve is

considerably smaller in compression than in tension, while the effect on the post-yield behavior

is greater in compression than in tension. Thus the predicted stress-strain curves cross in Figure

3.21 while they do not cross in Figure 3.20.

As in tension and compression, the model predictions for the shear stress-strain response

of 8H satin C/Cu exhibit yielding at lower stresses and stiffer post-yield behavior as the SFT is

increased (see Figure 3.22). Varying the SFT between 70 °F and 250 °F has almost no effect on

the predicted initial shear response of the composite. However, as in tension, the predicted yield

stress is significantly reduced as the SFT is increased. As in compression, due to the higher post-

yield slopes associated with higher SFT, the predicted stress-strain curves cross, but they do so at

much higher levels of stress and strain.

The effects of varying the SFT discussed above can be explained by examining the

evolution of plastic strain in the subcells of the 8H satin C/Cu repeating unit cell during

simulated mechanical loading. Figure 3.23 is a plot of the predicted average effective plastic
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Figure 3.23. Predicted average effective plastic strain in several three-dimensional subcells as a

function of the applied global strain for SFTs of 250 °F and 70°F. The numbers on the plot

correspond to the subcells numbered in the diagram above.

strain in several subcells vs. the applied global strain for simulated tensile loading for SFTs of 70

°F and 250 °F. The diagram at the top of the figure identifies the subcells to which the curves in

the figure correspond. The particular subcells chosen, though all from the same cross-section of

the unit cell, are representative of most subcells in the repeating unit cell.

The reasons for the earlier yielding and stiffer post-yield behavior predicted in tension as

the SFT was increased are readily apparent in Figure 3.23. For an SFT of 250 °F, many subcells

have yielded during the cool-down and begin to accumulate additional plastic strain immediately

upon application of the simulated tensile loading. This contrasts with the curves that represent

an SFT of 70 °F which indicate that the subcells remains elastic (with zero plastic strain)

initially. As the SFT is increased from 70 °F, even if no subcells yield upon cool-down, residual
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stressesin the subcellsbecomegreater.Thus,uponapplicationof the simulated tensile loading,

certain subcells yield sooner, lowering the composite yield stress. This explanation is valid for

predicted compressive and shear results, which exhibited the identical trend in yield stress based

on SFT, as well.

The greater post-yield slopes which resulted from increased SFTs can also be explained

via Figure 3.23. Certain subcells in the repeating unit cell (#1, #3, and #11) remain elastic to a

higher level of the applied global strain for an SFT of 250 °F compared to an SFT of 70 °F. This

is because, after the simulated cool-down, the state of residual stress in the matrix of a given

subcell may be unfavorable for accumulation of plastic strain in response to the global loading.

That is, the global tensile loading may cause the state of stress in the subcell to pass through a

portion of the yield surface, and load elastically. This is, in effect, due to the highly non-uniform

state of residual stress and strain in the repeating unit cell that results from the simulated cool-

down, allowing a wide range of stress states in the subcells. Since some subcells load elastically

longer and accumulate plastic strain at a lower rate, higher SFT gives rise to stiffer post-yield

behavior. The reason for the increase in the post-yield stiffness as the SFT is increased for

compression and shear is identical.

Comparing the trends based on choice of SFT for tension and compression, it was

observed that the effect of SFT on yield stress is greater for tension than compression, while the

effect of SFT on the post-yield behavior was greater in compression than tension. Recall that,

after the simulated cool-down, the matrix in most subcells is in tension. Thus, upon application

of simulated global compression, many more subcells load elastically initially compared to

simulated global tension. Hence, for higher SFTs, the initial slope of the predicted compressive

stress-strain curve is not decreased significantly from the initial elastic slope of the predicted

compressive stress-strain curve for SFT = 70 °F. The curves in Figure 3.21 therefore do not

initially separate as much as those in Figure 3.20. However, since so many subcells do initially

load elastically for high SFT in compression, the stiffening effect on the post-yield behavior is

increased compared to tension.

The modeled effect of SFT on the shear response falls between the effects of SFT on

tension and compression. In shear, the effect of SFT on the predicted yield stress is greater than
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the effect in compression,but not asdramaticasthe effect in tension. Conversely,theeffectof

SFTon thepost-yieldbehavioris greaterthanthe effectin tension,but smallerthantheeffect in

compression. This is because,sinceno in-plane shearstressarisesin the compositeduring

simulatedcool-down,thestateof residualstressis notbiasedagainstplasticstrainaccumulation,

as was the case in compression. Thus, the large numberof subcellswhich initially load

elastically that affect the predictedcompressiveresponseof the compositeare absentduring

simulatedshearloading. However,uponapplicationof thesimulatedshearloading,plasticstrain

initially accumulatesmore slowly than in tension,also becausethe state of residual stress

involvesno in-planeshear.This slow plasticstrainaccumulationratecausesthe predictedshear

stress-straincurvesin Figure3.22to nearlycoincideinitially, evenfor the SFTof 250°F.

3.4 Effect of Imperfect Fiber-Matrix Bonding

Imperfect fiber-matrix bonding is incorporated in WCGMC on the local level, through

the original method of cells. Hence, the imperfect bonding that is modeled occurs between the

fibers and the matrix within the infiltrated fiber yams. As described in Section 2.3, the imperfect

fiber-matrix bonding is accounted for by a normal debonding parameter, R n, and a tangential

debonding parameter, R,. These parameters represent an effective compliance, in the two

directions, of the interface between the fiber and matrix in the original method of cells.

Debonding parameter values of zero correspond to a perfectly bonded interface, while as the

debonding parameters become large, total interfacial debonding is approached. The parameters

may be varied independently as well. For instance, if Rn = 0, and R, is large, the interface is

perfectly bonded in the normal direction, but completely debonded tangentially. This condition

corresponds to perfect sliding at the fiber-matrix interface (Aboudi, 1988).

3.4.1 Elastic Moduli

The effect of imperfect fiber-matrix bonding on the predicted elastic properties for 8H

satin C/Cu with a fiber volume fraction of 40% will be examined first. As before, the DCMM #2

unit cell geometry will be utilized for this purpose. Figures 3.24, 3.25, and 3.26 show the effects

of varying the debonding parameters on the predicted tensile modulus, shear modulus, and

Poisson's ratio of 8H satin C/Cu. In Figures 3.24 and 3.26, each curve corresponds to a constant
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value of R,, given in the legend, while the value of R, is varied along each curve. In figure

3.25, each curve corresponds to a constant value of R,, given in the legend, while the value of

R, is varied along each curve. Figure 3.24 indicates that increasing either debonding parameter

results in a significantly lower effective tensile modulus of the composite. The most drastic

reduction in tensile modulus occurs when the debonding parameters are small, while as each

debonding parameter becomes large, the tensile modulus converges to a constant value. For the

fully debonded cases (i.e., R, -_ 0% R, -_ oo ) (not plotted in Figure 3.24), the predicted tensile

modulus for 40% 8H satin C/Cu is 11.12 Msi, which represents a reduction of 26.4% from the

perfectly bonded case. Clearly, imperfect fiber-matrix debonding can have a significant impact

on the predicted tensile modulus for 8H satin C/Cu. Figure 3.25 indicates that, while increasing

R, results in a significantly lower predicted shear modulus for 8H satin C/Cu, the normal

debonding parameter, R,, has no effect.
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Figure 3.26 showsthat the effect of increasingthe normaldebondingparameteron the

predictedPoisson'sratio for 8H satin C/Cu is similar to the effect on the predicted tensile

modulus. Namely, the Poisson'sratio is greatly reducedinitially by increasing Rn and then

levels off as Rn continues to increase. The effect of increasing R, on the predicted Poisson's

ratio is initially similar to the effect of increasing R, on the tensile modulus as well. However,

the predicted Poisson's ratio appears to converge to a constant value at a lower value of R, than

does the predicted tensile modulus. In addition, the predicted Poisson's ratio for R_ = 5x 10 -6

first decreases, but then increases slightly as R, is increased from 5 x 10 -7 to 5 x 10 -6 . This

appears to be due to the fact that convergence of the predicted Poisson's ratio occurs at a lower

value of R. as well, thus the curves in Figure 3.26 are, in effect, shifted to the left for the higher

R, values, compared to the curves in Figure 3.24.

The effect of R, on the normal behavior of. the composite (including the effective tensile

modulus, shown in Figure 3.24) is mainly due to the averaging procedure employed in the

original method of cells (see Section 2.4). If Brayshaw averaging were not performed in the

original method of cells, the effects of the normal and tangential debonding parameters would be

completely decoupled for unidirectional composites. That is, the normal debonding parameter

would affect only the normal response of the unidirectional composite, while the tangential

debonding parameter would affect only the shear response. In the presence of rotated fibers,

however, the tangential and normal debonding effects will be linked when averaging is not

performed, but only in the plane of fiber rotation. That is, for fibers rotated in the x_-xj plane,

the normal and tangential debonding effects would be linked between the normal stresses o-i, and

o-_. (no summations), and the shear stress o-g. However, in the case of 8H satin C/Cu as

represented by the DCMM #2 geometry (see Figure 3.2(b)), all rotated fibers present are rotated

in the xl -x2 and xl -x3 planes. No fiber rotation is present in the plane of the weave, the x 2 -x3

plane. Thus, for 8H satin C/Cu, without Brayshaw averaging, the effects of the normal and

tangential debonding would be expected to be decoupled for simulated in-plane shear loading.

For in-plane normal loading, since small out of plane shear stresses arise in some subcells, the

tangential debonding parameter would be expected to have a small effect.
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Brayshawaveraging,in effect, links the debondingparametereffects for the in-plane

normal responseand in-plane shearresponse.This canbe seenclearly in equations(2.130)-

(2.133) and (2.137). The averagedtermswhich apply to the in-planenormal behaviorin the

original methodof cells, t3_pr),_pr), fip,(_r,¢_)_p,(_r.¢_) t_pr). _r), fip,(_r._) and ¢¢p,(_r,_.)_2 , _'2 ' _3 , _3 '

are related to the un-averaged in-plane shear terms, A and A p'(e_), which are affected by the

tangential debonding parameter (see equations (2.104) and (2.98)). Hence, the normal response

of the composite (and thus the effective tensile modulus) is affected by R,. The effect of R, on

the normal response of 8H satin C/Cu is thus an artifact of the averaging procedure, rather than a

true effect of the sliding interface modeled by R,. However, since it affects the normal response

in the same way as does R,, the utility of the compliant interface imperfect bonding model

should not be diminished by this fact.

It was observed in Figure 3.25 that R, does not affect the predicted in-plane shear

modulus of the composite, even though Brayshaw averaging is employed. The reason for this

can be determined by once again examining the averaging equations. Equations (2.137), (2.73),

(2.74), (2.68), (2.69), and (2.70) show that, when Brayshaw averaging is performed, the averaged

in-plane shear terms, /_(ar) and _p,(pr._), are influenced by the un-averaged normal terms, which

are affected by the normal debonding parameter, R n . However, the effect of Rn is identical for

the in-plane normal terms in the 2 and 3 directions. Examining equations (2.137) indicates that,

when this is the case, the effect of the normal debonding parameter on the averaged in-plane

shear terms, /_(_r) and/_p,(pr_), will subtract out due to the form of the equation. Thus, as was

observed in Figure 3.25, R, does not affect the predicted in-plane shear response, which includes

the effective in-plane shear modulus, of the composite.

3.4.2 Mechanical Response

The effect of imperfect fiber-matrix bonding on the predicted tensile response of 40% 8H

satin C/Cu is shown in Figures 3.27, 3.28, and 3.29. In these figures, each curve represents the

predicted stress-strain response for a different value of R_, given in the legend. In each of the

three figures, a different value of R, was used; 0, 1x 10 "7, or 1. Using a value of 1 for either



8]

25

I

==
.=

1/)

I

20

0.00

Figure 3.27.

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

Strain (%)

Predicted tensile stress-strain curves for 40% 8H satin C/Cu for different values of

R,, with R, = O.

25_

0.00

Figure 3.28.

0.05 010 0.15 0.20 025 0.3o
Strain (%)

Predicted tensile stress-strain curves for 40% 8H satin C/Cu for different values of

R. with R, = 1 x 10 -T .



82

25

20

15-

i
lo4

i

5--

i _ --e.- Rn = 1 E-07

i/ i-_-- Rn = 1 _
0 _ , r

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

Strain (%)
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R. with R, = 1.

debonding parameter is large enough to correspond to the completely debonded case. These

figures indicate that the effect of increasing either debonding parameter on the predicted tensile

response of the composite is to significantly lower the elastic stiffness, yield point, and post-yield

stiffness.

Figure 3.30 shows the effect of imperfect fiber-matrix bonding on the predicted shear

response of 8H satin C/Cu. An R, value of zero was used in this case, and R, was varied to

produce the three curves. As discussed earlier, R. does not affect the predicted in-plane shear

response of the composite. As the figure indicates, the effect of varying R, on the predicted

shear response of the composite is substantial; even greater than is the effect of varying R, on

the tensile response of the composite. In addition to the significant reduction of the predicted

shear modulus, yield point, and post-yield stiffness, increasing the tangential debonding

parameter smoothes out the yielding of the composite, making it less abrupt. The effect of R, on

the predicted shear response of the composite is greater than the effect of R. on the predicted



83

9 T

0.00

Figure 3.30.

[ q

0,05 0,10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

Engineering Shear Strain (%)

Predicted shear stress-strain curves for 40% 8H satin C/Cu for different values of
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tensile response of the composite because, while R, only directly affects one half of the fiber

yarns (those oriented transverse to the loading directions), R, affects all of the fiber yams.

3.5 Summary of Modeled Effects

Unit Cell Microstructure: Utilizing the more refined DCMM unit cell geometry gave rise to a

slightly more compliant overall predicted tensile response for 8H satin C/Cu compared to results

generated using the TMM geometry. The effect of unit cell refinement on the predicted elastic

shear response of the composite was similarly small, but the effect was much more significant on

the predicted shear post-yield response. This is due to the large difference between the axial

shear modulus of the carbon fibers and the post-yield shear "stiffness" of the copper matrix.

Fiber Volume Fraction." Increasing the overall fiber volume fraction of the composite gave rise

to a more compliant predicted elastic response, but a stiffer post-yield response in both tension
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and shear. This is due to the drop in the effective "stiffness" of the copperassociatedwith

yielding. Onceagain,theeffecton thepost-yieldbehaviorwasgreaterfor shearthantension.

Porosity: Increasing the porosity within the infiltrated fiber yams of 8H satin C/Cu gave rise to a

significantly more compliant overall predicted tensile response. The effect was qualitatively

similar, but of larger magnitude, for the predicted shear response of the composite.

Residual Stresses: Through utilization of a previously developed version of the original method

of cells embedded in lamination theory utilizing a viscoplastic theory, it was shown that for high

stress-free temperature (SFT) values, the model (based on incremental plasticity constitutive

theory) significantly overpredicts the residual stresses in the composite. In order to obtain

realistic residual stresses prior to simulated mechanical loading, it is necessary to use an SFT

below approximately 250 °F. Small changes in the SFT chosen for the composite had a

significant effect on the predicted mechanical response of 8H satin C/Cu. Higher SFT values

lead to lower predicted yield stresses for the composite, but stiffer post-yield behavior. The

effect on yield stress was greatest for simulated tensile loading and smallest for simulated

compressive loading, while the effect on the post-yield behavior was greatest for simulated

compressive loading and smallest for simulated tensile loading. For simulated shear loading, the

magnitudes of both effects were intermediate.

Imperfect Fiber-Matrix Bonding: Increasing either the normal or the tangential debonding

parameter produced a significantly more compliant overall predicted tensile response for 8H

satin C/Cu. Increasing the tangential debonding parameter produced a significantly more

compliant overall predicted shear response for the composite, while the normal debonding

parameter had no effect on the predicted shear response. The effect of the tangential debonding

parameter on the predicted shear response was greater than the effect of either debonding

parameter on the tensile response.
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4. Model-Experiment Correlation

In this chapter, the mechanical test results for 8H satin C/Cu reported by Bednarcyk et al.

(1997) are summarized, and the predictions of the developed micromechanics model are

compared with the experimental data. Comparison is performed for monotonic and cyclic

tension, compression, and shear tests, as well as combined tension-compression and combined

compression-tension tests. By comparing the model to experimental data, the effectiveness and

accuracy of the model can be evaluated. Furthermore, by seeking the best possible agreement

with the model, additional insight can be gained on how and to what extent the previously

identified factors affect the actual behavior of the composite.

4.1 Summary of Experimental Results

For a complete presentation and discussion of the mechanical tests and results for 8H

satin C/Cu see Bednarcyk et al. (1997). Typical monotonic tensile and compressive stress-strain

curves for the composite are plotted in Figure 4.1 along with the stress-strain response of the

carbon fiber and the copper matrix. Note that, in tension, the composite is more compliant than

pure copper and yields at a lower stress as well. The composite response exhibits stiffening at

moderate strains and failed via breakage of the longitudinal fibers. In compression, the stress-

strain response of the composite is quite different. The initial compressive stiffness is somewhat

higher than the tensile stiffness, and the onset of yielding is more gradual in compression.

Compressive failure occurred via micro-buckling of the layers of the reinforcement weave,

resulting in a lower strength and strain to failure compared to tension. It should be noted that a

specialized compressive test fixture was used for the compressive (and combined) tests. Hence,

artifacts caused by this compressive fixture may be present.

Since the fiber-matrix bonding in C/Cu composites is poor, small amounts of titanium or

chromium were added to the matrix of some 8H satin C/Cu plates fabricated for the experimental

investigation. These alloying additions improve the wetting between the copper and the carbon

fiber and thus improve the bonding (Ellis, 1992; DeVincent, 1995). Previous work on C/Cu

composites indicated that the C/Cu - 0.7 wt. % Cr (C/Cu-Cr) composite would have the best
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fiber-matrix bonding, followed by the C/Cu - 0.5 wt. % Ti (C/Cu-Ti) composite, and f'mally by

the pure copper matrix (C/Cu) composite. By examining differences in the responses of the 8H

satin C/Cu composites with the three matrix alloy types, the effects of poor fiber-matrix bonding

can thus be examined.

The effect of matrix alloy type (and thus the effect of poor fiber-matrix bonding) on the

tensile and compressive response of 8H satin C/Cu is shown in Figure 4.2. In compression,

improved fiber-matrix bonding gives rise to a stiffer overall response. In tension, however, this

trend is reversed. The tensile response of the C/Cu-Cr composite, with its superior fiber-matrix

bonding, is most compliant.

The in-plane shear response of 8H satin C/Cu with the three different matrix alloy types

is shown in Figure 4.3. The shear test were of the Iosipescu type, employing a doubly-notched

specimen and a specialized test fixture (see Bednarcyk et al. (1997) for details). Shear yielding

occurred at low stresses, and a great deal of inelastic strain accumulated during the tests. Shear

tests were performed in displacement control and were stopped when contact of components of
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the Iosipescu test fixture was imminent. Hence, failure in shear was not achieved. The trend

based on matrix alloy type in shear is identical to that in compression, with improved fiber-

matrix bonding giving rise to a stiffer overall response.

Typical cyclic tensile, compressive, and shear test results are shown in Figures 4.4, 4.5,

and 4.6. The hysteresis loops that characterize the cyclic tensile and compressive response of the

composite at higher stress levels are caused by a combination of frictional sliding at the fiber-

matrix interface and kinematic hardening rather than damage. The hysteresis loops present in the

cyclic shear stress-strain curve (Figure 4.6) are considerably smaller.

Figures 4.7 and 4.8 show the results of typical combined tension-compression (T-C) and

combined compression-tension (C-T) tests on 8H satin C/Cu. Note that, in both combined tests,

a great deal of permanent tensile strain was present after unloading in tension. Upon unloading

from compression, no permanent compressive strain was evident.
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Figure 4.4. Typical cyclic tensile stress-strain curve for 8H satin C/Cu.
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4.2 Monotonic Correlation

In order to realistically model the tensile, compressive, and shear stress-strain response of

8H satin C/Cu, it was desirable to use a well-refined geometric representation of the composite

unit cell. Thus the DCMM #2 geometry was employed. An overall fiber volume fraction of

40% was used for the simulations since this value is an approximate average for all 8H satin

C/Cu specimens, while an infiltrated yam fiber volume fraction of 65% was used. As was shown

in Section 3.1, small variations in fiber volume fraction should not have a significant effect on

the predicted elastic response of the composite. Furthermore, the effect of slight fiber volume

fraction variations (on the order of 1% or 2 %) on the predicted post-yield behavior of the

composite are insignificant, compared to the scatter in the experimental results, as well.

Likewise, a yarn porosity of 14% was employed throughout the correlation simulations since this

value is realistic and representative.

For simulations of tests involving the compressive gripping apparatus (monotonic and

cyclic compressive tests and combined tests), a constraint on the lateral deformation of the

composite specimen was imposed. The test fixture used for these tests requires a specialized

non-dogboned specimen. The specimen is a rectangular plate measuring 1 inch by 4 inches, but

1 inch of either end is held rigidly in the gripping apparatus. This leaves only a 1 inch by 2

inches test section outside of the grips. It is suspected that, since the specimen is not dogboned

and the aspect ratio of the test section is small, the grips constrain the 8H satin C/Cu specimen

from expanding naturally in the in-plane direction transverse to the compressive loading.

WCGMC was used to model this grip constraint effect, when appropriate, by including a global

loading condition which, upon in-plane tensile or compressive normal loading, requires the

global mechanical strain component transverse to the loading direction to be zero, rather than the

stress component in the transverse direction (as is normally done). The effect of including this

grip constraint effect on the predicted monotonic compressive response of the composite is

shown in Figure 4.9. The constraint causes a slightly stiffer overall predicted response.

With the above model input parameters, as well as the temperature dependent fiber and

matrix material properties (see Table 3.2) fixed, three parameters remained to be chosen: the

debonding parameters, R. and R,, and the stress-flee temperature. As shown in Sections 3.3
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and 3.4, these parameters have a major impact on the model predictions, and thus must be chosen

carefully. In choosing realistic values of R, and R,, the nature of the imperfect bonding model

must be considered. R, and R, represent the normal and tangential compliances of an effective

interracial layer (see Section 2.3) in the infiltrated fiber yarns of the woven composite. Thus,

non-zero values of these parameters give rise to jumps in the displacement components at the

fiber-matrix interface which are proportional to the normal and shear stress components at the

interface. This compliant interface model is quite realistic for interracial shear stresses. If a

positive or negative shear stress arises at an imperfectly bonded interface, a proportional jump in

a tangential displacement component results (governed by R,). Thus, utilization of R, for

simulation of cyclic thermo-mechanical tests on 8H satin C/Cu is warranted.

Unfortunately, the compliant interface model is somewhat unrealistic for interfacial

normal stresses. If the interfacial normal stress is tensile, the model is representative, giving rise

to a positive jump in the displacement component normal to the interface. However, if the
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interfacial normal stressis compressive,the compliant interfacemodel breaksdown. It now

predictsa negativejump in the normaldisplacementcomponentat the poorly bondedinterface,

when in fact, the interface should simply remain closed, with continuity of the normal

displacementcomponent.Clearly,utilization of R, is unrealistic for simulated loading in which

fiber-matrix interfaces are placed in compression. In the case of 8H satin C/Cu as represented by

the DCMM #2 geometry, almost any simulated loading places some fiber-matrix interfaces in

compression. Furthermore, upon application of a simulated cool-down, the fiber-matrix

interfaces are placed in a state of residual compression since the CTE of copper is greater than

the transverse CTE of the fiber. Thus, even when the interface is placed in tension during

subsequent simulated mechanical loading, the interface should remain closed initially. In order

to keep the simulations as realistic as possible, an R, value of zero was used for all simulations,

disallowing the normal discontinuity in the displacement at the interfaces.

Recall from Section 3.4 that, due to the averaging procedure performed in the original

method of cells, R, does affect the normal response of the infiltrated fiber yams. Thus, inclusion

of R, will have a noticeable effect on the tensile and compressive simulations. Furthermore, the

need for imperfect bonding in order to obtain reasonable model-experiment correlation in shear

was demonstrated by Bednarcyk et al. (1997). In this report, preliminary shear predictions (made

by WCGMC) for perfectly bonding 8H satin C/Cu were shown to be in poor agreement with the

experimental results. In all cases, the model significantly overpredicted (by almost a factor of

two) the shear stress-strain response of the composite, while model predictions for tension and

compression were reasonable. Hence, the motivation for employing R,, but neglecting R n, is

clear. Since interracial bonding is known to vary between the matrix alloy types, a different R,

value was employed for each. R, values of 2x 10 "7, 4x 10 "7, and 6x 10 -7 were used for the C/Cu-

Cr, C/Cu-Ti, and C/Cu composites, respectively. These values were chosen to provide

reasonable agreement with experimental shear results rather than experimental tensile or

compressive results because R, affects the shear response of the composite directly and most

significantly.

The remaining parameter to be chosen is the composite's stress-free temperature. As

shown in Section 3.3, utilization of a high stress-free temperature is unrealistic. Utilization of a
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singlestress-freetemperaturefor all threematrix alloy typesis unrealisticaswell. It is likely

that, due to the different levels of imperfect fiber-matrix bonding, each matrix alloy type results

in a different stress-free temperature for the composite. Since the fiber-matrix bonding in the

C/Cu composite is inferior to that in the C/Cu-Cr composite, for example, residual stresses would

tend to relax to a larger extent since less restraint would be imposed by the fiber on the matrix.

This greater relaxation cannot be modeled well by the compliant interface debonding model

because it is caused predominantly by longitudinal displacement discontinuities between the

fiber and the matrix. That is, a jump occurs in the longitudinal (fiber direction) displacement

component at the poorly-bonded interface within the infiltrated fiber yarns. This is because the

large CTE mismatch between the fiber and the matrix in C/Cu occurs in the longitudinal

direction (8.18x 10"6/°F vs. -0.389x 10"6/°F) rather than the transverse direction (8.18x 10"6/°F vs.

5.556x10-6/°F). The original method of ceils treats the longitudinal displacement of the entire

infiltrated fiber yarn as constant, and the imperfect bonding model offers no jump in the

longitudinal displacement. Indeed, it was observed that choice of the debonding parameters had

little effect on the simulated cool-down for a given stress-free temperature.

Thus, it appears that the imperfect interfacial bonding model employed is insufficient to

realistically model the effect of imperfect bonding on residual stresses, necessitating the use of a

different stress-free temperature for each matrix alloy type. Values of stress-free temperature

were chosen to be realistic (as discussed in Section 3.3), to provide good correlation with

experiment, and to reflect the proper trend based on the degree of interracial bonding for each

matrix alloy type (i.e., C/Cu-Cr has the highest stress-free temperature, while C/Cu has the

lowest). Stress-free temperatures of 170 °F, 120 °F, and 70 °F were utilized for C/Cu-Cr, C/Cu-

Ti, C/Cu, respectively. It is thus assumed here that the C/Cu composite is completely stress-free

at room temperature prior to mechanical loading. Though residual stresses in the C/Cu

composite are probably quite low, assuming that they are zero is a simplification.

Figure 4.10 compares the predicted tensile stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-alloy

composites, where the parameters presented above have been used, with three experimental

tensile stress-strain curves for composites with each matrix alloy type. Clearly, the overall

correlation between model and experiment is acceptable. In the elastic region, the three

predicted stress-strain curves are nearly identical, and they agree well with the experimental
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Figure 4.10. Comparison of model predictions (Vf = 40%) and experimental data for the

monotonic tensile stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-alloy composites.

curves. At the onset of yielding, the trend based on matrix alloy type is correctly predicted. The

simulated 8H satin C/Cu-Cr composite ( R, = 2 x 10-7 , SFT = 170 °F), yields first, followed by

the simulated 8H satin C/Cu-Ti composite (R, = 4x10 7, SFT = 120 °F), and finally by the

simulated 8H satin C/Cu composite (R, = 6x10 "7, SFT = 70 °F). This correctly predicted trend is

brought about by the stress-free temperatures chosen for the composites. As shown in Section

3.4, the trend in R, chosen for the composites would cause the opposite trend in yielding.

Hence, the effect of the poor interfacial bonding on the residual stresses in the composite (as

modeled by choice of stress-flee temperature) dominates the trend based on matrix alloy type at

low strain. The direct effect of poor interracial bonding on the predicted tensile response of the

composite is clearly overshadowed.

Examining the hardening behavior exhibited by the predicted tensile stress-strain curves

in Figure 4.10, it clear that the model predicts the opposite trend based on matrix alloy type



96

comparedto the experimentalresults. As wasshownin Section3.3, employinga high SFTin

themodelgivesrise to ahighly non-uniformresidualstressstatesin thecomposite.Thus,during

the subsequentsimulatedtensileloading,a numberof subcellshavestressstatesthatare initially

unfavorablefor accumulationof additionalplasticstrain. Theresultis stifferpredictedpost-yield

behaviorasthe SFTis increased.This effectworksin concertwith thedirecteffectof decreased

R, values, and as shown in Section 3.4, causes stiffer predicted post-yield behavior as well.

Thus, while the experimental tensile stress-strain curves for each matrix alloy type continue to

diverge at higher strains, the predicted curves converge. In order to compensate for this

discrepancy, a more realistic imperfect bonding model would be required.

Figure 4.11 compares the predicted compressive stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-

alloy composites, with three experimental tensile stress-strain curves for composites with each

matrix alloy type. Again, the model parameters discussed earlier have been employed. Since

actual compressive tests were performed using the compressive gripping apparatus, the constraint

effect is included for the compressive simulations. Clearly, when the same parameters are used
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Figure 4. l 1. Comparison of model predictions (Vf = 40%) and experimental data for the

monotonic compressive stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-alloy composites.
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to model compressionas were usedto model tension,the actualcompressiveresponseof the

composite is underpredicted. As was the case in tension, the predicted compressive stress-strain

curves are nearly identical in the elastic region. However, unlike the tensile predictions, the

compressive predictions are considerably more compliant initially than the experimental stress-

strain response. This is not because the compressive predictions are more compliant than the

tensile predictions. In fact, as was shown in Figure 4.9, the initial slope is greater in compression

than tension due to the constraint effect (in the case of R, = 6x 10-7, SFT = 70 °F, the initial

slopes are 11.98 in tension, and 12.10 in compression). Rather, the discrepancy present in

compression is caused by the noticeably higher initial slopes in the experimental compressive

stress-strain curves compared to the experimental tensile stress-strain curves. Thus it appears

that, as modeled, the grip constraint effect is insufficient to account for the differences observed

in the initial stress-strain behavior of the composite between tension and compression. It is

likely that a more realistic imperfect fiber-matrix bonding model, which accounts for the closing

of the interface in compression, would account for some of the discrepancy. Recall that for these

simulations, the interface is treated as perfectly bonded in the normal direction, but imperfectly

bonded tangentially. Due to averaging, the tangential debonding does effect the predicted

normal response of the composite, but it affects the normal tensile and compressive identically.

Although the envelope of the predicted compressive stress-strain curves falls almost

completely below the envelope of the experimental compressive stress-strain curves in Figure

4.11, the correct trends in yielding and hardening are predicted by the model. That is, the

predicted compressive stress-strain curve for which R, = 6x 10 7, SFT = 70 °F, which models the

C/Cu composite, yields first (and hardens the least), followed by the prediction for R, = 4x 10 -7,

SFT = 120 °F, which models the C/Cu-Ti composite, and finally by the prediction for R, =

2x10 -7, SFT = 170 °F, which models the C/Cu-Cr composite. Recall that these trends (in the

experimental stress-strain curves) are opposite to those observed in tension. Since both higher

values of R, and lower values of stress-free temperature give rise to earlier yielding and lower

post-yield slope (see Sections 3.3 and 3.4), this trend is expected. Thus, while the quantitative

correlation between model and experiment in compression is clearly inferior to that in tension,

the qualitative agreement is superior.
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Figure 4.12 compares the predicted shear stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-alloy

composites, with three experimental tensile stress-strain curves for composites with each matrix

alloy type. Clearly, as was the case in tension, the overall agreement between model and

experiment is acceptable. Unlike the predicted tensile and compressive stress-strain curves, in

the elastic region, noticeable differences exist between the three predicted shear stress-strain

curves. This is because the R, parameter has a much greater effect on the predicted shear

response of the composite than it does on the predicted tensile response and compressive

response. In addition, the correct trends in initial modulus, yield stress, and post-yield slope are

predicted by the model. That is, the predicted shear stress-strain curve for R, = 6xl0 7, SFT = 70

°F, which models the C/Cu composite, is most compliant overall (i.e. appears lowest in the plot),

followed by the prediction for R, = 4x10 "7, SFT = 120 °F, which models the C/Cu-Ti composite,

and finally by the prediction for R, = 2x10 -7, SFT = 170 °F, which models the C/Cu-Cr

composite. Recall from Sections 3.3 and 3.4 that while higher R, values give rise to a more
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Figure 4.12. Comparison of model predictions (Vf = 40%) and experimental data for the

monotonic shear stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-alloy composites.
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compliant overall shear response, higher stress-free temperatures cause yielding at lower stresses

and raise the post-yield slope in shear. Thus, it appears that, for shear, the direct effect of the

imperfect bonding (modeled via R, ) on yield stress dominates over the effect of the stress-free

temperature. Since this debonding model provides a level of quantitative as well as qualitative

correlation in shear that surpasses the correlation in both tension and compression, it can be

concluded that the imperfect bonding model is reasonably realistic for shear, while it somewhat

unrealistic for normal loading. It should be noted that, as the strain becomes large, and the

experimental shear stress-strain curves begin to flatten, the model tends to overpredict the post-

yield slope of the curves. This may be due to finite local strains or movement of the

reinforcement weave which cannot be simulated by the model.

4.3 Cyclic Correlation

The cyclic tensile, compressive, and shear stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu has

been simulated, as has the combined tension-compression and combined compression-tension

response. The cyclic response of only one matrix alloy type, Cu-Cr, has been modeled since the

important effects of matrix alloy type were addressed via simulation of the monotonic response

of the composite. In order to simulate the 8H satin C/Cu-Cr composite, as before, the parameters

R, = 2x10 -7 and SFT = 170 °F were employed. For cyclic compression, as well as combined

tension-compression and combined compression-tension, the grip constraint effect was included.

Other model parameters are identical to those used to generate the monotonic model predictions.

In the cyclic tension, compression, and shear simulations, unloading for each cycle was

performed at the identical strain at which unloading occurred in the actual tests being simulated.

Once the global stress during a given unloading cycle reached zero, the next loading cycle was

imposed.

Figure 4.13 compares the predicted cyclic tensile stress-strain response for 8H satin

C/Cu-Cr with experimental cyclic tension data. The model correlates reasonably well with

experiment, especially at the lower strains. However, the unloading portions of the stress-strain

curves indicate clearly that the model overpredicts the modulus of the composite, and the same is

true for the post-yield slope. Note (see Figure 4.10) that these discrepancies carry over from the

monotonic correlation. For both monotonic and cyclic loading of C/Cu-Cr, the fact that both the
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Figure 4.13. Comparison of model predictions (Vf = 40%) and experimental data for the cyclic

tensile stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-Cr composites.

predicted and experimental stress-strain curves exhibit signs of yielding quite early allows good

initial correlation. The unloading cycles show the discrepancy in the elastic behavior much more

clearly.

At higher strains, the discrepancy between model and experiment is somewhat larger in

Figure 4.13 than was the case for monotonic tensile loading (Figure 4.10). This is due to scatter

in the experimental results rather than a major difference in (the envelope of) the model

predictions.

The size of the hysteresis loops present in the experimental tensile stress-strain curve is

underpredicted by the model, indicating that the plastic strain distribution predicted by the model

is not completely accurate. Strain concentrations that occur in the yam cross-over regions of the

composite, which are underpredicted by the model, may account for this discrepancy.

Figure 4.14 compares the predicted cyclic compressive stress-strain response for 8H satin

C/Cu-Cr with experimental cyclic compression data. The apparent superior model-experiment

correlation shown in this figure compared to that in Figure 4.11 is not due to a difference in the
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envelope of the model predictions between the two figures. Rather it is due to scatter in the

experimental results. Though the predicted initial response of the composite is somewhat

obscured in Figure 4.14, it is in fact noticeable more compliant that the experimental initial

response. This is similar to the initial correlation for the monotonic compressive response. At

moderate strains, the envelopes of the predicted and experimental curves agree well, mainly due

to the fact that the envelope of the experimental curve falls somewhat below the average location

for C/Cu-Cr compressive stress-strain curves. As was the case in tension, the hysteretic behavior

of the composite is not well captured by the model, once again indicating a discrepancy in the

predicted plastic strain distribution for the composite.

Figure 4.15 compares the predicted cyclic shear stress-strain response for 8H satin C/Cu-

Cr with experimental cyclic shear data. Agreement between model and experiment is initially

quite good, but as yielding initiates, the model underpredicts the experimental response of the

composite somewhat. However, the post-yield shear behavior of the composite is overpredicted,
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Figure 4.14. Comparison of model predictions (Vf = 40%) and experimental data for the cyclic

compressive stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-Cr composites.
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Figure 4.15. Comparison of model predictions (Vf = 40%) and experimental data for the cyclic

shear stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-Cr composites.

and the predicted and experimental stress-strain curves cross. The agreement between the

(envelopes of the) two curves is thus similar to that shown in Figure 4.12 for monotonic shear

response of C/Cu-Cr. Note that the scale of the strain axis in Figure 4.15 ends at 0.6 %, while in

Figure 4.12, it ends at 0.3 %. The hysteresis loops predicted by the model are somewhat larger

than those predicted for cyclic normal loading, but they are still noticeably smaller than the

observed hysteresis loops. From an overall quantitative standpoint however, the agreement

between the predicted and observed cyclic shear response of 8H satin C/Cu is reasonable.

Figures 4.16 and 4.17 compare model predictions for the combined tension-compression

and combined compression-tension response of 8H satin C/Cu-Cr with experimental combined

tension-compression and combined compression-tension results. Note that since the

experimental combined tests were performed using the compressive gripping apparatus, the

constraint effect was included in the model simulations. The overall agreement between model

and experiment in both figures is reasonably good. The envelopes of the predicted and

experimental response are, for the most part, coincident, and as is the case for the experimental
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Figure 4.16. Comparison of model predictions (Vf = 40%) and experimental data for the

combined tension-compression stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-Cr composites•

20-

. .-•°,°
.°

•.°

15 J- •.-''•

.•-"
.

°

10- -"

I ."
i

,1¢
v

l@

.=
F

-0.15 -0.1 -0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25

:- ..... Rt = 2E-07, SFT = 170 *F

I_ Experiment: CJCu-Cr

-20 -

Strain (%)

Figure 4.17. Comparison of model predictions (Vf = 40%) and experimental data for the

combined compression-tension stress-strain response of 8H satin C/Cu-Cr composites•



104

curves, the predicted curves exhibit a large amount of permanent tensile strain upon unloading

from tension. Both model and experiment show, however, that upon unloading from

compression, little permanent compressive strain remains. Since this effect is accurately

modeled, and the only difference between tension and compression in the model arises from the

presence of residual stresses, it can be concluded that this effect is caused by the presence of

residual stresses.

One difference between the experimental and predicted combined response of the

composite is that, in the experimental response, the curve for each cycle passes through the point

of maximum tensile stress reached by the previous cycle. This is not the case for the predicted

response. In addition, the post-yield slope of the composite for both simulations in both tension

and compression appear to be somewhat overpredicted. These discrepancies serve as further

evidence that the plastic strain distributions in the composite predicted by the model are not

completely accurate.
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5. Summary and Conclusions

The objective of this investigation was to develop a realistic, versatile, and

computationally efficient micromechanics model for woven metal matrix composites. The

model is based on an embedded approach: the original method of cells micromechanics model is

embedded in the GMC-3D micromechanics model. The nature of the embedded approach, and

the two micromechanics models used, provided WCGMC with the required versatility. By

reformulating the equations of GMC-3D, the required computational efficiency was achieved for

sufficiently refined woven composite microstructures. By including the micro-level features of

matrix plasticity, porosity, and imperfect fiber-matrix bonding, the model was made realistic for

a wide range of woven and braided composites. Hence, for the first time woven metal matrix

composites, with inelastic matrix constitutive behavior, have been modeled herein.

The model was employed to perform parametric studies of several effects on the

mechanical response of 8H satin C/Cu. Finally, the model results were compared with

experimental data for the novel 8H satin C/Cu composite system reported previously by

Bednarcyk et al. (1997). The major conclusions of this work are summarized in point form

below:

• Three distinct geometric models were developed representing the true repeating unit cell for an

8H satin woven composite. The effect of refining the geometry from its simplest true

representation to the next level results in an increase in the number of subcells from 192 (TMM

geometry) to 1280 (CMM and DCMM geometries). Increasing the level of geometric refinement

gave rise to a more compliant overall predicted tensile and shear response for 8H satin C/Cu,

with the effect being greatest for the post-yield behavior in shear.

• Increasing the overall fiber volume fraction of the composite while keeping the yarn fiber

volume fraction constant decreased the predicted tensile, compressive, and shear moduli. This is

due to the lower transverse tensile modulus and axial shear modulus of the carbon fiber

compared to the copper matrix which allows the pure copper layers in the unit cell to have a

greater effect. The predicted tensile, compressive, and shear post-yield behavior, however,
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became stiffer as the overall fiber volume fraction was increased. This is because the copper

matrix becomes much more compliant once yielding occurs.

• Porosity, which is known to exist within the infiltrated fiber yams of the 8-harness satin

carbon fiber weave, has a significant effect on the predicted tensile, compressive, and shear

response of the composite. Increasing the porosity within the infiltrated fiber yams from 0 % to

7 % to 14 % produced more compliant predicted tensile and shear responses for the composite.

The simulated effect of porosity was more significant for shear than tension.

• While the incremental plasticity constitutive theory is realistic for copper at room

temperatures, due to time-dependent behavior, it is unrealistic for copper at elevated

temperatures. Through the use of a previously developed version of lamination theory utilizing a

viscoplastic constitutive model, it was determined that to realistically estimate the residual

stresses in 8H satin C/Cu using incremental plasticity, an effective stress-free temperature (SFT)

below 250 °F should be used in WCGMC.

• For SFT values below 250 °F, increasing the SFT caused yielding at lower stresses and higher

post-yield slopes during subsequent simulated mechanical loading. The predicted yield stresses

were lower because subcells with higher residual stress tend to yield at lower applied global

strains. The increased post-yield slopes for higher SFTs were caused by the higher degree of

non-uniformity in the residual stress state in the composite. This non-uniformity implies that

many subcells have stress states which are not favorable to the accumulation of additional plastic

strain. In fact, many subcells which yield during the simulated cool-down load elastically upon

subsequent simulated mechanical loading. Differences in the magnitude of the SFT effect are

apparent because, in most subcells, the residual stress state is tensile. Thus, in the case of

simulated tension, more subcells load plastically from the start.

• Imperfect fiber-matrix bonding has a significant effect on the predicted tensile and shear

response of the composite. While the predicted in-plane shear response of the composite was
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affected by only the tangential debonding parameter, the predicted in-plane tensile response was

affected by both the normal and tangential debonding parameters. The effect of the tangential

debonding parameter on the predicted normal response of 8H satin C/Cu is caused mainly by the

averaging procedure employed in the original method of cells.

• Realistic model parameters were chosen in order to obtain the best possible agreement

between model and experiment. Due to the unrealistic nature of the normal imperfect bonding

model in the presence of interracial compression, the normal debonding parameter was not used.

Different values of the tangential debonding parameter were chosen to simulate each matrix alloy

type, and to provide good agreement of the model predictions with experiment for shear. To

simulate the varying effect of longitudinal stress-dependent sliding at the interface during cool-

down for each matrix alloy type, different SFT values were employed for each matrix alloy type

as well.

• Utilizing the above parameters in WCGMC provided good quantitative correlation between

model and experiment for monotonic tension and shear. The model predictions for monotonic

compression were somewhat more compliant than the experimental compressive results which

indicates the need for a superior model for fiber-matrix debonding. The qualitative trends based

on matrix alloy type (which correspond to trends in fiber matrix bonding) were correctly

predicted for monotonic compression and shear, and, most notably, for monotonic tension as

well. In tension, while the trend caused by the chosen values of the tangential debonding

parameter was opposite to the trend observed in experiment, the trend caused by the chosen SFTs

is the same as the observed trend. Since the effect of SFT choice dominates the predicted tensile

response, the model correctly predicts the trend observed in experiment.

• The predictions of WCGMC correlate reasonably well with experiment for cyclic tension,

compression, and shear, as well as for combined tension-compression and combined

compression-tension. The main discrepancy between the model predictions and experiment in

these cases involves the underprediction of the observed hysteresis loops. This discrepancy
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indicates that the plastic strain fields predicted by the model may be somewhat inaccurate and

that a more realistic debonding model is needed.
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Appendix

Reformulated GMC-3D Equations
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